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CuRonoLocy oF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DgBaTEs.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIL[[th Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’ Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 


Aimon's Debates, 24 vols. ; 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &e. 


Debrett's Debates, 63 vols. ; 


The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 


set forth in the following Chronological Table : 
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MAJESTY'S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 





THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBURY, K.G. 
Lord i*vesident of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 
Lord Chaneellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 
First Lord of the Treasury —-Rt. Hon. ArTHUR J. BALFouR. 
Secretaries of State—— 
Foreign Affairs Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., G.C.S.1. 
Home Department——Rt. tion. CHARLES T. RITCHIE. 
Colonial Rt. Hon. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War Rt. Hon. W. St. JOHN Broprick. 
India——Rt. Hon. Lord GEORG HAMILTON. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer-—Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 
First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE. 














Lord Lieutenant of [reland——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor of Ireland-——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

President of the Board of T'rade——Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFOUR. 
Postmester-General ——- Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 

Secretary for Scotland——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 


President of the Local Government Board Rt. Hon. WALTER H. LONG. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD. 
First Commissioner of Works Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 

President of the Board of Agriculture-——Rt. Hon. R. W. HANBURY. 











NOT IN THE CABINET, 





Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury Rt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland——Rt. Hon. GEORGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Board of Education-—Rt. Hon. Sir J. ELDON Gorst, M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty-—HuGH O. ARNOLD-FoRSTER, Esq., M.P. 
Sesdeal the Teacury (HH. T, ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
zords of the Treasury-——) WittiaM HAYES FISHER, Esq., M.P. 

‘Vice-Admiral Lord W. T. KERR, K.C.B. 

: Rear-Admiral A, L. DOUGLAS. 

Lords of the Admiralty —) froar Admiral A. K. WILSON, V.C., C.B. 

Capt. A. W. Moore, C.B., C.M.G. 











Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Ottiee-— Viscount CRANBORNE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Oftice Rt. Hon. JESSE CoLuinas, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Coleniai Oflice— Ri. tion. Earl of ONSLow, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of HARDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Office——-Rt. Hon. Lord RAGLAN. 

Parliamenta. 7 Secretary to the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. Eari of GUDLEY, 


J. GRANT LAwson, Esq., M.-P. 





Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board— 
Financial Secretary, War Office Lord Stanley, M.P. 
Attorney-General —Air R. B. FIxuay, Q.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General—-Rt. Hon., E. Carson, Q.C., M.P. 
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OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE, 


Judge Advocate-General—lKit. Hon. Sir F. H. JEUNE, K.C.B., President Probate, Divoree, 
and Admiralty Division. 
Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Lord CuurcHiLi, K.C.V.O. 
Vice-Chamberlain Hon. AILWYN E. FELLOWES, M.P. 
Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of PorrLAnp, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General——His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Comptroller of the Household -Viseount VALENTIA, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household Rt. Hon. Earl Hower. 
Master of the Buekhounds Rt. Hon. Lord CHESHAM, 
Captain Yeomen of the Gu: ord Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE, 
General Rt. Hon. Viscount Bripport, G.C.B. (permanent) 
Rt. ‘ae. Karl of KInroRE, G.C.M.G. 
| Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 
Lords-in- Waiting —— / Rt. Hon. Lord Harris, G.C.S.1., G.C.1 E. 
Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
Kit. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON, 
Rt. Hon. Lord BAGor. 
SCOTLAND. 
Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFour oF BURIEIGH. 
Lord Justice-General——Rt. Hon. J. B. BALFOUR. 
Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. A. G. Murray, Q.C.. M.P. 
Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord Kinspurau, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register His Grace the Duke of Monrose, K.T. 
Lord High Commissioner——Rt. Hon. Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General—-CHARLES Scorr Diekson, Esq., Q.C., MP. 
IRELAND. 
Lord Lieutenant——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBouRNE, 
Chief Secretary Rt. Hon. GEorGE WyNbDHAM, M.P. 
Under Secretary Rt. Hon. Sir DAvip HARREL, K.CLB., K.C.V.O. 
Department of Agriculture and Technical tistructicn— President : The Rt. Hon. the CHEF 
SECRETARY FOR TRELAND: Vice-President: Rt. Hon. HORACE PLUNKETT. 
Attorney-General Rt. Hon. J. ATKINSON, M.P 
Solicitor-General— Gro. Wricut, Esq. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS 





Chairman of Committees Rt. Hon. Earl of MORLEY. 

Clerk of Parliaments Henry J. L. GRAHAM, Esy., C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. THesicer, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees—— 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees ALBERT GRAY, Esq. 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Vebhie Bills——H. C. MALKIN, Esq 

Senior Clerks — 
Clerk of Private Bills, and Taxing Onlicer of Private Bill Costs ——R. W. Monro, Esq. 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office ——A. HARRISON, Esq. 
Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs E. F. 

TAYLOR, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. A. Leicu, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private Committees—J. F. SyMONS JEUNE, ot 

Other Clerks —F. SKENE, Esq. ; W. H. HAMILTON Gorbon, Esq. ; C. L. ANSTRU _ rk, Esq 
(Clerk attending the Table); Hon. A. MCDONNELL; A. H. Ri BINSON , Esq. Ae ae 
JOHN, Esq. ; V. M. ee ee Esq. ; Hon. E. A. StoNOR ; “eR x BADEI ice. Esq. 
GC, HEADLAM, Esq. ; . HoTHAM, Esq. 

Accountant——G. I %4 LKES, 7 sq. 


Copyist—~—Mr. T. A. Court; Assistant Copyist Mr. H. P. NORRIS. 

Messengers— beth W. WorFELL, A. A. WORFELL, C. E. CHizLett, A. N. STOLL, J. W. F. 
LocKE, J. MCMILLAN, G. BENNETT. 

Librarian S. ARTHUR STRONG, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian—— A. H. M. BUTLER, Esq. 

Messenger——Mr. W. H. G. STREVENS. 

Examiners for Standing Orders C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. ; Clerk 
——J. W. G. BonD, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black a —Gen. Sir Michael A. 8. BrppuLrn, G.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher-—— Captain T. BUTLER. 

Serjeant at-Arms—— Major- Gan ul Sir Arvaur ELuis, K C.V.0.,C08 
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the Account for the above period, and that from 26th July, 1869 (the date 
of the Irish Church Act), to 31st March, 1900 


TecuyicaL Instruction Act. 1889.—Minutes. by the Board of Education, 
sanctioning the subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the Technical In 
struction Act, 1889, for (1) the county of the Isle of Wight (4th Minute) ; 
(2) the county borough of Oldham (8th Minute) ; (3) the county of the 
soke of Peterborough (&th Minute) .. 


County Courts (ENGLAND) (FrEs).—Treasury Order, dated 22nd February, 
1901, regulating court fees in County Courts 


Lire AssURANCE COMPANIES.—Statement of account and of life assurance and 
annuity business, and abstracts of actuarial reports, deposited with the 
Board of Trade under * The Life Assurance Companies Act, 1870,” during 
the year ended 31st December, 1900 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie upon the 
Table. 
House oF Lorps OFrrices ComMMITTEE.—The Lord Kintore (/2. Aintore) added 
to the Committee. 
Royat Corps OF CONSTRUCTORS :— 


Lord Brassey 


The First Lord of the Admiralty (The Earl of Selborne) 


NavaL MaNnceuvres AND MERCHANT SHIPPING.—Question, Lord Muskerry ; 
Answer. The Earl of Selborne — .. os a w ‘a - 
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House adjourned at half-past Five of the Clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: TheORSDAY, 28rn FEBRUARY, 1901. 
One other Member took and subscribed the Oath. .. tr ee ae ae 18 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bint Petitions [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT ComMPLIED WITH).— 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petitions for the follow- 
ing Bills. originating in the Lords. the Standing Orders have not been 
complied with, viz. :—Chester Corporation Tramways ; South Lancashire 
Tramways ; Watford and District Tramways ; Wigan Corporation Tram- 


ways. 
Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders - 5 oe Se i e - af a2 18 


Private BILL Petitions (STANDING ORDERS NOT CoMPLIED WitH).—Mr. Speaker 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That. in the case of the Petition for the following Bill, the 


Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz. :—London County 
Council (Tramways and Street Widenings). 

Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders .. = i Mey Ss es as x a eee, 


Provisional Orper Bitts (No STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE).—Mr. Speaker 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
sills. That. in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :—Thames and Severn 
Provisional Order Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time To-morrow .. ae ce 19 


Lonpon County Counci, (TRAMWAYS AND STREET WIDENINGS).—Petition for 
Bill ; referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders ©. e a 


METROPOLITAN PoLice PROVISIONAL OrDER.—Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
made by one of His Majesty's Principal Secretaries of State under the Metro- 
politan Police Act, 1886, and the Metropolitan Police Courts Act, 1897, 
relating to lands in the parishes of Erith ; Banstead ; St. John, Horsely- 
down ; St. Leonard, Shoreditch ; Clapham ; and Greenwich, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Jesse Collings and Mr. Secretary Ritchie .. a ag 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order Bill.—‘ To confirm a Provisional 
Order made by one of His Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State under 
the Metropolitan Police Act, 1886, and the Metropolitan Police Courts Act, 
1897, relating to lands in the parishes of Erith ; Banstead ; St. John, 
Horselydown ; St. Leonard, Shoreditch ; Clapham; and Greenwich,” 
presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be referred to the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 3.].. x 2 
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Boarp oF TRADE (LABOUR DEPARTMENT).—Copy presented, of Seventh Annual 
Abstract of Labour Statistics of the United Kingdom, 1899-1900 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Prers AND Harpours (PROVISIONAL ORDERS).—Copy presented, of Report by 
the Board of Trade of their Proceedings under the General Pier and Harbour 
Act, 1861, and the General Pier and Harbour Act (1861) Amendment Act 
[hy Act]; vo lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 67] 
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9th February, 1901, entitled the Persia (Regulations) Order in Council, 
1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 
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M‘Arthur (Liverpool, Exchange), Mr. Dillon, Mr. Samuel Smith (Flint- 
shire), and Mr. William Redmond; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour and Mr. 
Speaker 


ANCIENT TRISH GOLD ORNAMENTS.—Questions, Mr. William Redmond and 
Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour and 
Mr. Wyndham 


Tne BupGeT.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Baltour 


Naval Works AT GIBRALTAR.—Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE.—Question, Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


New MemBer Sworn.—Charles Alfred Cripps, esquire, K.C., for South-East 
Lancashire (Stretford Division) .. es es $4 ay a 
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SUPPLY.—Considered in Committee. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


CIVIL SERVICE (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATRS, [9O0-1901. 
Cass I. 


1. Motion made, and Question proposed, * That a Supplementary 
sum, not exceeding £5,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 51st 
day of March, 1901, for the Houses of Parliament Buildings.” 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Dillon (- Vayo, FE.) ‘ os ine za om 
The First Commissioner of Works Or Akers Douglas, Kent, St. 
Augustine's) Ss 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W?) 
Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


‘That a sum, not exceeding £3,700, be granted for the said Ser- 
vice.”-—(Sir Brampton Gurdon.) 
Discussion :— 
Colonel Nolan (Galway, N.) 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rusheliffe 
Major Jameson (Clare, W.) 
Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) . 
Sir Thomas Esmonde (Weaford, N.) 
Mr. Akers Douglas 
Mr. Dalziel (K irkealdy Burghs) " 
Sir £. Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Mr Daly (Monaghan, 8.) 
Mr. Heywood Johnstone (Susser, Horsham) . 
Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield) .. 
Mr. Dillon 
Mr. Patrick O "Brien (Kilkenny) 
Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, 8.) 
Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal, N.) 
Sir Brampton Gurdon 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick’ s) 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) 
Mr. Akers Douglas. . 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 167 ; Noes, 219. (Division List No. 20.) 
Original Question again proposed. 

Mr. Patrick O'Brien 

Mr. Akers Douglas 
Question put, and agreed to. 

2. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a Supplementary sum, 

not exceeding £2,500, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st 
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day of March, 1901, for Expenditure in respect of Art and Science Build- 
ings, Great Britain.” 


Sir Thomas Esmonde _ .. 6 ae a oo Zs = w JS 
Mr. Dillon : ah - ¥ ve in ae .. 115 
Mr. Akers Douglas Ee * bs a is = 115 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Aves, 271 ; Noes, 74. (Division List, No. 21.) 


3. Motion made and Question indie “That a Supplementary sum, 
not exceeding £2,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1901, for Expenditure in respect of Diplomatic and Consular 
v1 Buildings.” 


94 Mr. Dillon .. a = a ne a ae ee aE x ES 
95 Mr. Akers Douglas ; ee = Sd rf ma ~« £20 
0g Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N)) és a oe ae ave o8 121 
JU 
Motion made, and Question put, 
‘That a sum, not exceeding £1,800, be granted for the said service.” 
—(Mr. J. P. Farrell.) 
Mr. Dillon : se ae ee ee 122 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston). “i os x” 123 
v4 Mr. Labouchere.. 123 
Jb Mr. Power (Wate _— BE) 123 
vd Mr. Tully 123 
100 Major Jameson 124 
100 Mr. Field 124 
101 Mr. Daly 124 
10] Colonel Nolan 125 
105 Mr. Flynn (Cork, 125 
105 Mr. Flavin (Kory, 1 4 a. 126 
105 Mr. Dalziel 126 
105 Mr. Akers Douglas 126 
106 Mr. Jordan 126 
106 Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 126 
107 
107 Question put. 
a The Committee divided :—Ayes, 101 ; Noes, 175. (Division List No. 22. 
108 Original Question put. 
109 The Committee divided :—Avyes, 176 ; Noes, 91. (Division List No. 23.) 
109 . : nm ‘ 
4. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a Supplementary sum, 
not exceeding £7,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March 1901, for the expenses of the Post Office and Post Office 
Telegraph buildings in Great Britain, including furniture, fuel, and sundry 
miscellaneous services. 
| * Mr. J. P. Farrell .. : 
” 


] 
Mr. Tully ss ” ao - i ie ae od 
Mr. Daly... ce ro rr re a “ 54 ei ae 
Mr. Caldwell Be te re 
Mr. Akers Douglas a a a 1 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) ° l 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“ That a sum, not exceeding £6,000, be granted for the said Service.” 


(Mr. Daly.) 

Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) 
Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, 8.) 

Mr. Flavin = aie 

Mr. Crean (Cork, SLB)... si a 
Mr. Ma nsfield (Lincolushire, Spalding) 
Sir Thomas Esmonde 

Mr. Caldwell 

Mr. Jordan s me 

Mr. O Mara a Ee os 

Mr. William Redmond (Clare, 2.) 


Mr. Akers Douglas rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
(Juestion be now put.” 


Question put, * That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided Aves, 222 : Noes, 185. (Division List No. 24.) 


(Juestion put accordingly, “ That a sum. not exceeding £6,000, be granted 
for the said Service.” 

The Committee divided : Aves, 132: Noes, 222. (Division List No. 25.) 

Mr. Akers Douglas claimed, * That the Original Question be now put.” 

Original Question put accordingly. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 229 ; Noes, 126. (Division List No. 26.) 


Resolutions to be reported. 


Motion made, wud Question proposed, 
* That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £55,200, be granted 
us His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of pay 
ment during the vear ending on the 31st day of Mareh, 1901, in respect 


of sundry Publie Buildings in Great Britain, not provided for on other 


Votes.” 
Mr. Sydney Burton : 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 
Mr. Flynn 
Mr. Lough 
Mr. Dillon -. es és 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tyded) 
Mr. Goddard (J pswich ) 
Mr. Akers Douglas = - ch rr i - - 
It being midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 
Resolutions to be reported to-morrow ; Committee also report Progress ; 
to sit again to-morrow. 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill. Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 1. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Wednesday, 12th June. 
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PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN PARLIAMENT.— 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That it is expedient that a Select Committee be appointed to join 

with a Committee of the Lords to consider the accommodation available 

in the House of Lords when the Sovereign is personally present in Parlia- 

ment, and the advisability of substituting Westminster Hall on such an 

occasion for the House of Lords : 


That a Message be sent to the Lords to acquaint them therewith.” 
—(Sir William Walrond.) 


Mr. Flavin objected. 
Motion deferred ef ns 53 <3, ie ee 2 a .« £68 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, Ist MARCH, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :—Aire and Calder Navigation [u.L.]; Bath Gas Light and 
Coke [i.L.]; Birmingham (City) Tramways [u.L.]; Bristol, Clifton, and 
West of England Zoological Society | u.L.]; Central London Railway [H.L.] ; 
Chester Gas [H.L.]; City and Brixton Railway [H.L.]; City and South 
London Railway [#.u.]; Llanelly and Mynydd Mawr Railway [HLL.]; 
London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway [#LL.]; Neweastle-upon- 
Tyne and Gateshead Gas [H.L.]; Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas [HLL]; 
New Swindon Gas [#.L.]; Shrewsbury Gas [#.L.]: South Eastern and 
London, Chatham, and Dover Railways [ILL]; South Essex Water [H.L.] ; 
Weston-super-Mare Gas [HLL]; Wisbech Water [ILL. |. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table .. me ee a .. 69 
Chester Corporation Tramways Bill |11.1.}.—Presented, and reall” .. 169 


Islington and Euston Railway Bill. 
Moved, * That the Bill be now read a second time.” —(T’he Larl of Morley.) 


The Duke of Northu mberland .. : : re we .. 269 


The Chairman of Committees (The Larl of Morley) .. 3 . Jo 


On Question agreed to. Bill read 2¢ accordingly. 


Arlesey Gas Bill [1.1.]; Aspatria, Silloth, and District Water Bill [t..]; 
Barrow-in-Furness Corporation Biil [H.L.]; Belfast Harbour Bill [t.L.]: 
Bolton Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Bournemouth Corporation Bill | HeL.] ; 
Bristol Corporation Cemetery Bill [1.t.]: Bristol Corporation (Docks 
and Railways, Ete.) Bill [i-.]; Broadstairs and St. Peter's Water and 
Improvement. Bill {tu.[: Chesterfield Improvement Bill [1.t.] > Dover 
Corporation Bill Jun. |: Daver Harbour Bill Jin.] : Folkestone Corpora 
tion Bill [u.u.]; Handsworth Urban District Couneil Bill [11-1 |; Harrogate 
Water Bill [ut.J; Henry Diaper and Company (Delivery Warrants) 

Bill [u.L.]; Heywood and Middleton Water Board Bill [H.L.]; King’s ; 
Norton and Northfield Urban District Tramways Bill [u.1.]; Read 24... 170 
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Leeds Corporation (General Powers) Bill [H.L.}; Leeds Corporation 
Water Bill [u.t.]: Llanelly Harbour Bill [4.1.]; Manchester and Liver- 
pool Electric Express Railway Bill [u.1.]; Manchester Corporation Bill 
[H.L.]: Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill [H.L.]; North-East London 
Railway Bill [t.u.|; Oakham Water Bill[u.t.]; Piccadilly and City Railway 
Bill [H.1.]: Poultonte-Fylde Gas Bill [11.1.]; Prestatyn Water Bill [H.1.] ; 
Ripon Corporation Bill [u.t.]: Rugby Water and Improvement Bill [1.1.] ; 
Salford Corporation Bill [u.t.]; Sheffield Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Shields 
Bridge Bill [t...]; Smethwick Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Southport Water 
(Transfer) Bill [u.L.]; Stockport Corporation Water Bill [H..]; Stratton 
and Bude Improvement Bill [u.t.]: Warkworth Harbour Bill [H.1.]. 


Read 2 


West and South London Junction Railway Bill [H.L.|. Standing 
Order No. 864 considered (according to Order), and dispensed with. Leave 
given to present the said Bill. Bill presented, and read 1¢ 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


INpIA (NortTH-West FRONTIER).—Papers regarding British relations with the 
neighbouring tribes on the North-west Frontier of India, and Punjab 
Frontier Administration ; presented [by Command], and ordered to 
lie on the Table 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND) : 

I. Rule made by the Secretary for Scotland appointing the police cells at 
Haddington to be a legal prison for the detention of untried prisoners 
for a period not exceeding fourteen days before or during trial, and 
of convicted prisoners for a period not exceeding seven days from 
the date of conviction. 


I]. Rules made by the Seeretary for Scotland under the Prisons (Scot- 
land) Act. 1877, establishing new rates of dietaries for the several 


classes ot prisoners 


LocAL REGISTRATION OF TITLE (IRELAND) ACT, 1891, AND THE SMALL DWELLINGS 
ACQUISITION AcT, 1899.—Rules dated 5th December, 1900. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 


Table 


CHARITABLE AGENCIES FOR THE RELIEF OF W1DOWS AND ORPHANS OF SOLDIERS 
AND SAILORS. —Commons Message considered (according to Order). 


Moved— 


“That this House do concur in .the following Resolution communi- 
cated by the Commons—namely, * That it is expedient that a Joint 
Committee of Lords and Commons be appointed to consider the various 
charitable agencies now in operation, and the funds available for relieving 
widows and orphans of soldiers and sailors, with a view to ensuring that 
the funds subscribed by local and private benevolence are applied to 
the best advantage in supplementing a scheme of Government Pensions 
for widows and orphans of soldiers and sailors who have lost their lives 
In war. —(Lord Haglan.) 
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Discussion :— 
Earl Spencer 
The Under Secretary of State for War (Lord Haglan) 


The Earl of Northbrook 
Lord W ‘elby . 


On Question, agreed to ; and Message ordered to be sent to the Commons 
to acquaint them therewith. 


House adjourned at a quarter before Five of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, Ist MARCH, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 
That, in the ease of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :—Aldershot 
Gas and Water Bill ; Caledonian Railway Bill ; Gas Light and Coke Com- 
pany Bill; Gravesend Gas Bill; Great Eastern Railway Bill; Great 
Northern Railway Bill ; London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill ; 
South Metropolitan Gas Bill; Taff Vale Railway Bill; and Tendring 
Hundred Water Bill. 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 63 COMPLIED WITH).--Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 63 has been complied with, viz. :—British 
Gas Light Company Bill; Crawley Gas Bill; District Messenger and Theatre 
Ticket Company Bill; Dublin St. James’ Gate Brewery Tramways Bill : 
Gateshead and District Tramways Bill ; Horley District Gas Bill ; Leather- 
head Gas Bill ; Wells Water Bill. 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 


3EXLEY ‘TRaAMWAYS.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir William 
Hart Dyke and Mr. Forster 


Thames and Severn Provisional Order Bill.—lead a second time, and 
committed - > as 


STANDING OrvERS.—Resolutions reported from the Committee :— 
‘That, in the case of the Cambrian Railways Petition, the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be permitted 
to proceed with their Bill.” 

2.“ That, in the case of the South Yorkshire Electric Power Petition, 
the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties 
be permitted to proceed with their Bill, provided that the powers to 
exempt the Company proposed to be incorporated by the Bill, and 
their undertaking from the provisions of Section 81 of the Schedule 
to the Electric Lighting (Clauses) Act, 1899, be struck out of the 
Bil :—That the Committee on the Bill do report how tar such Order 
has been complied with.” 


Resolutions agreed to .. 
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CAMBRIAN RatLways.—Report [this day] from the Select Committee on Stand- 
ing Orders read. Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Humphreys-Owen 
and Mr. Bryn Roberts a = v 5 ss " * ‘« Sie 


Sour YorksHiRE Evecrric Power.—Report [this day] from the Select Com 
mittee on Standing Orders read. Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir 
William Hornby, Mr. Helder and Mr. Platt-Higgins  .. sz tr « 8 


PETITIONS. 
Beek Bitt.—Petition from Hollinwood, in favour ; to lie upon the Table =... 177 


Cuurcu Discipiine.—Petition from Wickham Market, for alteration of Law ; 
to lie upon the Table.. = Sus he Pe aS a as ne L77 


ELEMENTARY Epucation (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 
Petitions for alteration of Law, from Keighley ; Middlesbrough ; Sedg- 
lev ; and Southowram ; to lie upon the Table .. 5s a «eae 


Pook LAW Orricers’ SUPERANNUATION Act, 1896.—Petitions for alteration of 
Law, trom West Ham; Guildford ; South Shields ; and Bedwellty ; to 
lie upon the Table .. - = ee % ‘ie re o oe 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors ‘ro CHILDREN Bini. Petitions in favor, from 
United Free Church of Scotland Temperance Union : and Southampton : 
to lie upon the Table .. = _ = - ‘ e a a awe 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PAUPERISM (ENGLAND AND WALES) (MontTHLY STATEMENTS). Return pre 
sented, relative thereto [ordered 28th February ; Mr. Grant Lawson] : 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 69.]  .. . - .. 10d 


PAUPERISM (ENGLAND AND WALES) (HALE-YEARLY STATEMENTS). —Copy ordered, 
* of statement of the number of Paupers relieved on the Ist day of January. 
1901, and similar Statement for the Ist day of July, 1901 (in continua 
tion of Parliamentary Paper. No. 136, of Session 1900). —(Ur. Grant 
Lawson.) ” s - - zi - ae - _. 588 


WUESTIONS. 


South ArRICA—JAMESON Raip INDEMNITY-—CHARTERED COMPANY'S COUNTER 
CLAIM. —Questions, Mr. Afred Davies (Carmarthen Boroughs) and Mr. 
Channing (Northamptonshire. E.); Answers, The Chancellor of the - 
Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) .. - ye 6 a“; do 


GovERNMENT KNowLepce Berore THe War or ALLIANCE BETWEEN THE ‘TWo 
Reruniics. Question. Mr. ©. PL Scott (Lancashire, Leigh) > Auswer, 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) su HID 


TREATMENT OF Bork WOMEN AND CHILDREN.—Questions, Mr. John Ellis (Not 
tinghamshire, Rushcliffe) and Sir E. Ashmead:Bartlett (Sheffield. Ecclesall), 
Answer. he Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guild- 
tord) : hs a s ie i os = a .. 180 
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PROGRESS OF THE WAR.—Question, Captain Norton = wington, W.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick Ks 


ARMY WarTeER-CarnTS—GENERAL DUNDONALD'’S STATEMENT.—Question, Mr. 
Dalziel (Kirkealdy Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


SECRET ARMY CoNTRACTS.—Question, Colonel Nolan (Galway, N.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick 


Minirary FuNerats—Artruour Dopp, Siropsuine YEoMANRY,—Question, Mr. 
John Campbell (Armagh, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


YEOMANRY 'TRAINING.—Question, Mr. Hermon-Hodge (Oxfordshire, Henley) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. 


HAMPSHIRE YEOMANRY.—Question, Sir Barrington Simeon (Southampton) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


LITERATURE FoR TRoops ar THE FRONT.—Question, Mr. Mansfield (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office 
(Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


Irish IMPERIAL YEOMANRY —FACILITIES FOR SETTLEMENT IN Soutu AFRICA. 
Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.): Answer, Lord Stanley 


Ilis Masesty’s Reserve REGIMENTS OF CAVALRY—CONDITIONS OF RE-ENLIST 
MENT.—(Question, Captain Jessel (St. Pancras, S.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


Private James Ramsey, Ist Barranion Royat TNNISKILLING FUSILIERS. 
(Juestion, Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal. N.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


NAVAL ENGINEERS AND ARTIFICERS.—Questions. Sir Fortescue Flannery 
(Yorkshire, W.R., Shipley) and Mr. William: Allan (Gateshead) ; Answers, 
The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridge) .. 


INDIA--PREVENTION OF FAMINE IRRIGATION Works.—Question, Mr. Hl. J. 
Wilson (Yorkshire, W.R., Holmfirth) ; Answer, The Secretary of State 
for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 


CuiNA—INFLICTION OF FINES BY GERMAN AUTHORITIES.—(Question, Mr. Norman 
(Wolverhampton, 8.) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) 


Samoa DisturBANCES—BritisH CLAIMS FOR COMPENSATION.— Question, Mr. 
Maxwell (Dumfriesshire) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne 


CreTe—PAPERS ON ADMINISTRATION AND FINANCIAL CONDITION.—Question, 
Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eve) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne 

Ex.ectric Supety py Loca Avuruoriries—RETURN OF EXPENDITURE.— Ques- 
tion, Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) ; Answer, The President of the Board 
of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 

CentRAL Lonpon Ratway -Vipration. Question, Mr. Compton Rickett 
(Scarborough) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 

Beer POISONING IN THE STAFFORDSHIRE Porreries.—(Question. Mr. Coghill 
(Stoke-upon-Trent) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home De 

partment (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 
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DEFENCE OF Poor PrisoNERS.—Question, Mr. John Campbell ; Answer, Mr. 
AEN ee ne 


Fatatity at Hooron’s Factory, NotrincuaM.—Question, Mr. Tennant (Ber- 
wickshire) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ; 


189 
SPECIAL RULEs IN THE Porrery TRADE.—Question, Mr. Tennant ; Answer, Mr. 
Ritchie es -» 509 
Poor Law VaLuation.—Question, Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.); Answer, The 
President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, S.).. 190 
Use OF PRESERVATIVES IN Foop.—(Question, Mr. Archdale (Fermanagh, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long... aN 2 a aie & >. #90 
HousinG OF THE WorRKING CLAssEs Act.—Question, Mr. Macnamara (Camber- 
well, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long z a “ ee 5 .. 193 
GREAT SAUGHALL ParisH CounciL.—Question, Mz. Hoult (Cheshire, Wirral) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long ; 19] 
Lonpon Water Inquiry Costs.—Question, Mr. Macnamara; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long brs 191 
ScHOOL ATTENDANCE REGISTERS—INCLEMENT WEATHER.—Question, Mr. Mac- 
namara ; Answer, The Vice-President of the Board of Education (Sir J. 
Gorst, Cambridge University’ - RF a 7 x x c RS 
County Court Fres.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest 
of Dean); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) — .. % ss Be 6 e .- 192 
ForEIGN TELEGRAMS.—Question, Sir Edgar Vincent (Exeter); Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain... f. y ny ws $x 5 - .. 193 
SortinG Tests ar Mount PLEASANT.—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. ri 5 wi - « 39 
LLANDRILLO (MERIONETHSHIRE) PosTMASTER.—Question, Mr. Osmond-Williams 
(Merionethshire) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. ss - a 
Irisu Lanp Purcnase—Wuite Estate, Bantry.—Question, Mr. Gilhooly 
(Cork County, W.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wynd- 
ham, Dover) = a3 = Ss : .. 194 
PLUMBRIDGE AssAULT CAsk—DISCHARGE OF THE PRisONERS Morris.—Question, 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. a ‘Z .. 195 
Labourers’ Corraces IN County LonGrorp.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham. . ; 195 
PoLice Precautions AT Irish RaiLway STATIONS.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; 
Auswer, Mr. Wyndham ai x ae ae + ee 7s a kee 
Roya Irish ConstabuLsRY—RECRUITING.—Questions, Mr. J. P. Farrell and 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.); Answers, Mr. Wyndham ‘ 196 
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IMPERIAL GRANTS-IN-AID OF IRISH Rates.—Question, Mr. T. W. Russell 
(Tyrone, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Or 


CASTLEBAR PETTY Sksstons  District—- PoLick PROSECUTIONS.-- Question, 
Mr. John O'Donnell ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

Licensinc Laws, [RELAND—EQUAL VoTING ON MAGISTERIAL BENCHES.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Boyle (Donegal, W.) ; Answer, ‘The Attorney General for Ireland 
(Mr. Atkinson. Londonderry, N.) 


Mr. T. D. Gipson, R.M.—ALLEGATIONS OF PARTIALITY.—Questions, Mr. O'Doherty 
| and Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


Bankruptcy (IRELAND) RerurN.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick’s) ; 
) Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Irish ButreR—Excessive WatTer.—Question, Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, S.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


PROPOSED PoLice Barracks AT EDENDERRY.—Question, Mr. O’Doherty ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


County WIcKLOW MaGiIstracy.—Question, Mr. James O'Connor ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ix 


SECURITIES FOR Goop Benaviour—Rice v. HapPrn.—Question, Mr. Flynn ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


BUTTEVANT NATIONAL ScHoot TEACHER’S SALARY.—Question, Mr. Thomas 


O'Donnell (Kerry, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

IrRIsH EpUCATION GRANT.—Question, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham .. ; 

LIMERICK LUNATIC ASYLUM.—Questions, Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.) and Mr. 
Cullinan (Tipperary, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 

. WexForD County Counci, APPEAL.—Question, Mr. Flynn; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson 


CLONES RAILWAY STATION.—Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Gerald Baltour 
Irish Liguts Boarp.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


RAMELTON COASTGUARD STATION.—Question, Mr. M’Fadden ; Answer, Mr. 
Pretyman 


; PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS AT Eyeries, County Cork.—Question, Mr. Gilhooly ; 

Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. o ie be sa ae 3 
: ScHULL Letrer Carrier's Waces.—Question, Mr. Gilhooly ; Answer, Mr. 
) 


Austen Chamberlain 


BALLINCOR PosTaL ARRAGEMNENTS.—Question, Mr. M‘Fadden ; Answer, Mr. 
) Austen Chamberlain : 


ENNIscorTHY Post OFFICE.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. . .. ‘i ae J a7 
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IrIsH LAND PurRCHASE Bint.—Question, Mr. Daly ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE—DURATION OF DEBATE ON THE ADDRESS.—Questions, 
Mr. Stuart- Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam), Mr. Caldwell (Lanerkshire. 
Mid).a nd Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett ; Answers, Mr. Speaker .. 


MessaGk FROM THE LoRDS—CHARITABLE AGENCIES FOR THE RELIEF or Wipows 
AND ORPHANS OF SOLDIERS AND SatLors.—That they concur with the 
Commons in their Resolution :—* That it is expedient that a Joint Com- 
mittee of Lords and Commons be appointed to consider the various Chari- 
table Agencies now in operation, and the funds available for relieving 
Widows and Orphans of Soldiers and Sailors, with a view to ensuring that 
the funds subscribed by local and private benevolence are applied to the 
best advantage in supplementing a scheme of Government Pensions for 
Widows and Orphans of Soldiers and Sailors who have lost their lives in 
war ;” as desired by this House 


NEW BILLS. 


3oRrouGH Funps Act (1872) AMENDMENT (LONDON).—Bill to amend the 
Sorough Funds Act. 1872, ordered to be brought in by Captain Jessel, 
Sir Charles Dilke, Sir George Fardell. Mr. Svdney Buxton. Mr. Boulnois, 
Mr. Richards, and Mr. Whitmore. 


Borough Funds Act (1872) Amendment (London) Bill.—‘ To amend 
the Borough Funds Act, 1872,” presented, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Wednesday, 24th April, and to be printed. 


[Bill 74.] 


Liquor Trarric Local Vero (ScoTLaNb).—Bill to give the ratepayers a direct 
veto on the Liquor Traffic in their respective areas in Scotland, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Hunter Craig, Mr. Colville, Mr. Cameron Corbett, 
Mr. Black, Sir William Dunn, Mr. Eugene Wason, Mr. Wallace. Mr. John 
D. Hope. and Dr. Farquharson. 


Liquor Traffic Local Veto (Scotland) Bill. “To give the rate 
payers a direct veto on the Liquor Traftic in their respective areas in Scot 
land,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 19th June, and to be printed. [Bill 75.].. 


Curae Trains.—Bill to amend the Law relating to Cheap Trains for the 
working classes, ordered to be brought in by Captain Norton, Mr. 
3uxton, Sir Albert Rollit, Sir Frederick Dixon-Hartland, Mr. John 
Burns, Mr. Scott. Mr. John Wilson (Durham), and Mr. Macnamara. 


Cheap Trains Bill.—“To amend the Law relating to Cheap Trains for 


the working classes,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next. and to be printed. [Bill 76.] 

Liquor Trarric Loca Vero.—Bill to enable localities by a direct veto to 
prevent the issue of licences for the sale of intoxicating liquors, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Caine. Mr. Henry Joseph Wilson, Mr. Burt, Mr. 
Whittaker, and Mr. Channing. 


Liquor Traffic Local Veto Bill.—‘“ To enable localities by a direct 


veto to prevent the issue of licences for the sale of intoxicating liquors,” 


presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 19th June, and to be printed. [Bill 77.].. 
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LICENSING Acts AMENDMENT (ScoTLAND). — Bill to amend the Law with 
respect to the Licensing Authorities in Police Burghs in Scotland, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Colville, Sir John Leng, Mr. Hunter Craig, Mr. 
Black, Mr. Caldwell, Mr. Parker Smith, and Mr. John D. Hope. 


Licensing Acts Amendment (Scotland) Bill. — “To amend the Law 
with respect to the Licensing Authorities in Police Burghs in Scothind.” 
presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 78.] . 

TraDE Marks.—Bill to consolidate and amend tne Law relating to Trade 
Marks, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Fletcher, Mr. Alban Gibbs, Mr. 
Butcher, Mr. Kimber, Mr. Kearley. Mr. M’Kenna, and Lord Henry 
Bentinck. 

Trade Marks Bill.—‘ To consolidate and amend the Law relating to Trade 
Marks,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Thursday, 14th March, and to be printed. [Bill 79.] .. 


Hospirats (EXEMPTION FROM Rates).—Bill providing for the exemption of 
Hospitals from local rates, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Lawson 
Walton, Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Warr, and Mr. T. P. O’Connor. 
Hospitals (Exemption from Rates) Bill —‘ Providing for the exemption 
of Hospitals from Local Rates,” presented, and read the first time; to 

be read a second time upon Wednesday next. and to be printed. | Bill 80.] 


SUPPLY.—Considered in Committee. 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
CIVIL SERVICE (SUPPLEMENTARY) Estimates, 1900-1901. 


CLass I. 


1. Motion made, and Question proposed, * That a Supplementary sum. 
not exceeding £35,200, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1901, in respect of sundry public buildings i in Great Britain, 
not provide d for on other Votes.’ 


Discussion :— 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) 
Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wearford, N.) .. 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, 1 roplar) ye ee: wy A 
The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. 
Augustine's) a gat : : 
Mr. Tennant (Berw ickshire) 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £33,200, be granted for the said Ser- 
vice.” —(Mr. Farrell.) 
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Discussion — 
Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N.) 
Mr. Boland (Nerry. 8.) .. 
Mr. O Doherty (Donegal, N.) 
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Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Avyes, 144 ; Noes, 207. (Division List No. 27.) 


Original Question again proposed. 


to 
to 
-~I 


Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That a sum, not exceeding £35,100, be granted for the said 
Service.” —(Vr. Goddard.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) pis hs ie oe Be as Bau 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; < 
Mr. Power (Waterford: vs -— st = : 
Sir Edgar Vincent (Exeter) .. ft ins i xe. one 
The Financial Secretary to the Preasury ( ( Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 

Worcestershire, hk.) . ° 

Mr. Labouchere (Northa mpton) 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, BE.) .. = ss 
Mr. Martin (Worcestershire, Droitwich) .. 
Mr. George Wh iteley (Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) 


to he 


~ 


to to bS bo LO 


Mr. Heywood Johnstone (Sussex, Horsham) 25) 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rusheliffe) 256 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Avyes, 149; Noes, 211. (Division List No. 28.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That a Supplementary sum, 
not exceeding £13,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst 
day of March, 1901, for Rates and Contributions in lieu of Rates, ete., in 
respect of Government property.’ 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) .. xe * ve x .. 240 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain i - ie is Ay ae ES 
Sir Thomas Esmonde .. ks ¥ - - es os oe 
Nir Albert Rollit. .. _ - a 5 om “ da .. 244 
Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8S.) in 54 Ss és ie ‘ix .. 244 
Mr. Caldwell Fa " Fs = a "= a ie .. 245 
Mr. Dillon .. Ds bie ee g i Ne i i .. 245 
Sir Walter Foster .. a ui a ie 3 2¢ ms .. 246 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain pi - Pe es as a .. 246 
Mr. O Doherty es ms se a oe sc ie, = .. 246 


Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) .. vik ee 1. - sip 7 .. 247 
Mr. Caldwell i a i = es - Bs ii -- 247 
Mr. Field .. He sy is 5 - ‘i - Ks ss Oe VC 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
iia “That a sum, not exceeding £12.900. be granted for the said 
i Service.”"—(Mr. Field.) 
D4 Discussion :— 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain. . 7 a fe ss o 8 .. 248 
Mr. Field .. 248 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach. Bristol, W 4. 248 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 
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sect 3. £7,000 (Supplementary), Railways. Ireland. 
Discussion :— 
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1. Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That a Supplementary sum, 
232 not exceeding £6,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge 
233 which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st 
233 day of March, 1901, for the salaries and expenses of the Department of 
234 His Majesty’s Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs.” 
254 . ” 
93m Mr. Dillon 251 
ede 
D334) : , 
sad Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That a sum, not exceeding £3,000, be granted for the said 
Service.” —(Mr. Dillon.) 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cran- 
borne, Rochester) 252 
Mr. Labouchere 252 
Mr. J.P. Farrell .. 253 
(Juestion put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 90 ; Noes. 155. (Division List No. 29.) 
40 Original Question put, and agreed to. 
43 ; - 
on Motion made, and Question proposed. * That a Supplementary sum, 
44 not exceeding £7,200, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge 
44 which will come in course of payment during the vear ending on the 31st 
145 day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and Expenses ot the Department of 
145 His Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Colonies.’ 
46 Mr. Dillon a 6 és is 4 re ox re -. 2a 
46 . ' 
465 Motion made and Question proposed— 
47 “That a sum, not exceeding £4.200. be granted for the said 
47 Service.’ —(.Mr. Dillon.) 
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Discussion :— 


Mr. Labouchere 
Mr. Sydney Buxton 
Mr. Dillon 


The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Bir- 


mingham, W.) 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) 
Mr. Crean (Cork, SE.) “2 
Mr. Patrick O'Brien (Kilkenny) 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present. 


counted, and forty Members being found prezent 


Mr. Daly A; a 
Mr. O Mara (Kilken ny, NS.) 


Question put. 


House 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 91; Noes, 149. (Division List No. 30.) 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


6. Motion made, and Question proposed, * That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,015, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of the office of the Lord Privy Seal.” 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 


The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J: Balfour, Ma nchester, E. ) 


Sir H, Camphell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 

M v. Gibson Bowles ee o* 2% 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liver pool, Scotland) 

Nir J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.E..) .. 

Mr.Edmund Robertson (Dundee) Se fe - ce 
The Attorney General (Sir Rohert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 
Mr. Sydney Buxton - “s 

Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 

Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) 

Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 

Mr. Labouchere 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


* That asum, not exceeding £257, be granted for the said Nervice.” 


(Ur. Labouchere.) 


Colonel Nolan = he 
Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent) 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 107 ; Noes, 183. (Division List No. 31.) 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported. 


D9 


263 


IRD 


PSO 





March 
\ 


SOUT! 
Ss 


The I 


ee 


gk ed 


Sout. 


T 

Wat: 

Port 
\ 


Ecc 
: 
a 


UNIV 





262 


IH3 


Ss.) 


Si) 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
March 1.] ‘ 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 





‘That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £110,000, be granted 
to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for Sta- 
tionery, Printing, Paper, Binding, and Printed Books for the Public 
Service.” 


Discussion : 
Mr. Flynn .. 
Mr. Lough (Is ington, We ) 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
Sir Thomas Esmonde 


Mr. Tully 


It being midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee also report 
Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


SouTtH AFRICAN Wak.—Question, Mr. Flavin; Answer, The Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Treasury (Sir William Walrond, Devonshire. Tiverton) 


Adjourned at three minutes after Twelve of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 4ru MARCH, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :—Omagh Gas [H.L.]; Royal Exchange Assurance [H.L.]; 
Faversham Water [H.L.]; Sheffield) District Railway [H.L.]; Cardiff 
Railway [H.L.]; Nitrate Railways Company [#.L.]; Rhymney and Aber 
Valleys Gas and Water [H.L.]. The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


South Lancashire Tramways Bill si si iia read 1¢; and 
referred to the Examiners a ee a se ae : 


Watford and District Tramways Bill [.1.|—Presented, and read 14 


Portmadoc, Beddgelert, and South Snowdon er Bill ee 
Stratton and Bude Gas Bill [H.L.|.—Read 24 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETUC. 


EccLEsIASTICAL ComMission.—Fifty-third Report from the Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners for England; with an appendix. Presented [by Command]. 
and ordered to lie on the Table : 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) AcT, 1889.—Abstract of Accounts for the University 
of Glasgow for the year ended 30th September, 1900, being the Annual 
Report on the State of the Finances of the University under the provisions 
of Section 30 of the Act 
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IncLosurE, Etc., EXPENSES ACT, 1868.—Fees to be taken in respect of transac- 
tions under the Agricultural Holdings Acts, 1883 to 1900. in accordance 
with the provisions of the Act 


Commons Act, 1876.—Reports by the Board of Agriculture upon an applica- 
tion for— 

A Provisional Order for the inclosure of the open fields and the 
heath and wastes in the parish of Sutton, in the county of North- 
ampton. 

Provisional Orders for the regulation of the common and for the 
inclosure of the open fields respectively, at Skipwith, in the 
East Riding of the county of York 


Miuitia Act, 1882 (Deputy LigUTENANTS).—Returns of descriptions of qualifi- 
cations of Deputy Lieutenants. lodged during 1900, as furnished to the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland me ” an 45 Be R 

Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


NAVAL MANa@UVRES AND MERCHANT SHIPPING.—Question., Lord Muskerry ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Admiralty (The Earl of Selborne) 


Light Load-Line Bill [11.L.|—{Seconp Reapinc |—Order of the Day for the 
Second Reading read. 
Lord Muskerry 


Moved, * That the Bill be now read 2a.”—(Lord Muskerry.) 
Lord Heneage 


Moved, * To leave out * now,’ and insert at the end of the motion * this 
day six months.” “—(The Lord Heneage.) 


Discussion :— 
The Earl of Glasgow 
Lord Kelvin a 
The Earl of Dunraven .. 
The Secretary to the Board of Trade (The. Earl of Dudle y) 
Lord Norton 
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On Question, whether the wore “now” stand part of the ()Juestion, the 


House divided :—Contents, 32 : Not-Contents, 66. 
Bill to be read 2¢ this day six months. 
War OFFIce ADMINISTRATION—DUTIES OF COMMANDER-IN-CIIEF : 


Discussion :— 
The Duke of Bedford sg is , se 
The Under Nec retary of State for War (Lord Raglan) 
V iscount Wolseley ou ar A “a a . 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lans- 


downe) 


The further aeLate was adjourned (on the motion of the Earl of North- 
brook) till To-morrow. 
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LONDON UnbERGROUND RatLways.—Moved to resolve, “ That it is desirable 
that a Select Committee be appointed to join with a Committee of the 
House of Commons to consider and report— 


1. Whether the lines of route for underground railways in and near 
London, proposed by Bills which have been or may be introduced 
during the present Session, are best calculated to afford facilities 
for present and probable future traffic ; and, if not, that modifi- 
cations of those lines of route are desirable. 

2. What special provisions, if any, should be made for the protection 
of the owners, lessees, and occupiers of properties adjacent to 
underground railways from possible damage and annoyance. 

3. What special terms and conditions, if any, as to construction and 
working should be imposed upon the promoters. 

4. Whether any, and which, of the schemes proposed by the said 
Bills should not be proceeded with during the present session.” 


(The Chairman of Committees.) 


Agreed to. Ordered that a Message be sent to the Commons to com- 
municate this resolution, and to desire their concurrence. 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE STANDING COMMITTEE.—Report from, That 
the Committee have nominated the following Lords to serve as Chairmen 
of the Standing Committee :—E. Halsbury (Lord Chancellor), EK. Spencer, 
E. Morley, E. Camperdown, V. Cross, and L. Elgin (E. Elgin and Kin- 
eardine). Read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


THe ImMperiaAL Yromanry—Ripine Test.—Question, The Marquess of Ailes- 
bury ; Answer, Lord Raglan.. 


House adjourned at ten minutes past Eight of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY. 4ru MARCH, 1901. 
Two other Members took and subscribed the Oath. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 ComMPLIED WiTH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, 
Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :—Devonport Gas 
and Coke Bill: .Glasgow and Renfrew District Railway Transfer Bill ; 
North British Railway Company ; Thames Deep Water Dock Bill. Ordered 
That the Bills be read a second time i s re 3 - 


Private BILts (PETITION FOR ADDITIONAL PROVISION) (STANDING ORDERS 
not CompLiep WitH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That. in the case of the 
Petition for additional Provision in the following Bill, the Standing Orders 

have not been complied with, viz. :—London, Tilbury, and Southend 

Railway Bill. Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select 

Committee on Standing Orders at ae a sg 
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Bexley Tramways Bill—‘“To empower the Urban District Council of 
Bexley to construct and work tramways ; and for other purposes,’ read 
the first time ; to be read a second time. 


Cambrian Railways Bill.—‘ To authorise the Cambrian Railways Com- 
pany to extend their railway at Pwllheli; to construct a fixed instead of 
an opening bridge over the River Dovey ; to grant further powers to that 
company in respect of the use of steam vessels ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills 


South Yorkshire Electric Power Bill.—“ For incorporating and con- 
ferring powers on the South Yorkshire Electric Power Company ; and 
for other purposes.” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Aldeburgh Corporation (Water) Bill ; Bingley Urban District Council 
Bill ; Blackburn Corporation Bill ; Bradford Corporation Bill ; Brighton 
Corporation Bill; Bury Corporation Bill; Bury Corporation Tramways 
Bill ; Burton-upon-Trent Corporation Bill; Caledonian Electric Power 
Bill ; Cardiff Corporation Bill ; Cleveland and Durham County Electric 
Power Bill ; Clyde Valley Electrical Power Bill ; Colwyn Bay and Colwyn 
Urban District Gas Bill ; Derby Corporation Bill ; Derbyshire and Notting- 
hamshire Electrie Power Bill ; Devonport Corporation (Gas) Bill ; Derwent 
Valley Water Board Bill : Eceles Corporation Bill : Hartlepools Gas and 
Water Transter Bill ; Heckmondwike Gas (Transfer) Bill ; Honley Urban 
District Council (Gas) Bill ; Humber Commercial Railway and Dock Bill ; 
Ilkeston and Heanor Water Board Bill; Irish Presbyterian Church Bill. 
Read a second time, and committed 


Kettering Urban District Water Bill; Kingston-upon-Hull Corpora- 
tion Bill ; Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Water Bill ; London 
Bridge Widening Bill; London County Council (General Powers) Bill ; 
Mansfield Corporation Bill; Neath Harbour Bill; Newry Port and 
Harbour Trust Bill ; Paisley Police and Public Health Bill ; Pembroke 
Urban District Council (County of Dublin) Bill ; Petersfield and Selsey 
Gas Bill; Rhyl Improvement Bill; Shannon Water and Electric Power 
Bill; Shireoaks, Laughton, and Maltby Railway Bill ; Southampton 
and Winchester Great Western Junction Railway Bill ; Stalybridge, Hyde, 
Mossley, and Dukinfield Tramways and Electricity Board Bill ; Swanage 
Gas and Water Bill; Tees Valley Water Board Bill; Thames Piers and 
River Service Bill ; Wallasey Improvement Bill ; Wells Corporation Water 
Bill ; Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase Railway Bill ; Yorkshire 
Electric Power Bill. Read a second time, and committed 


Morton Carr Dratnace.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir 
Frederick Milner and Mr. Faber 


PETITIONS. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 
—Petitions for alteration of Law, from Kingston-upon-Hull ; Ipswich ; 
Enfield; Shipley: Ilford: |Neweastle-upon-Tyne ; Wellingborough ; 
and Kettering ; to lie upon the Table 


GABINDDAS.—Petition from Gabinddas, for redress of grievances ; to lie upon 
the Table 
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Pook LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION Act, 1896.—Petitions for alteration 


of Law, from Barnes; Ham: Heston and Isleworth: Ipswich ; and 


Kingston-upon-Hull ; to lie upon the Table 


Sanu, JUGRUP.—Petition from Jugrup Sahu, for redress of grievances ; to 
lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SuNDAY BILL.—Petition from Leighton 
Buzzard, in favour ; to lie upon the Table. . 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Leighton Buzzard ; and Rotherham ; to lie upon the Table .. 


VaccINATION Acts.—Petition from London, for repeal ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Mitiria Act, 1882 (Deputy LikvreNants, IRELAND).—Copy presented, of 
Return of descriptions of qualifications of Deputy Lieutenants lodged 
during 1900, as furnished to the Secretary for Ireland [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table 


UNIVERSITY OF GLASGOW.—Copy presented, of Abstract of Accounts of the 
University of Glasgow for the year ending 30th September, 1900 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 70.] 


Commons Act, 1876 (SkipwitH, East Ripinc or York).—Copy presented, of 
Report by the Board of Agriculture upon an application for Provisional 
Orders forthe Regulation of the Common and for the Inclosure of the 
Open Fields, respectively, at Skipwith, in the East Riding of the county 
of York [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 71.] .. 


Commons Act, 1876 (SuTrON, NORTHAMPTONSHIRE).—Copy presented, of Report 
by the Board of Agriculture upon an application for a Provisional Order 
for the Inclosure of the Open Fields and the Heath and Wastes in the parish 
of Sutton, in the county of oe as to lie Te Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 72.] < 


BoarD OF AGRICULTURE (INCLOSURE, Etc., EXPENSES ACT, 1868).—Copy pre- 
sented, of Fees to be taken in respect of Transactions under the Agricul- 
tural Holdings Acts, 1883 to 1900, in accordance with the provisions of 
The Inclosure, etc., Expenses Act. 1868 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


EccLESIASTICAL COMMISSION.—Copy presented, of Fifty-third Report from the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners for England, with an Appendix [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the ‘Table 


PAUPERISM (ENGLAND AND WALES) (HALF-YEARLY STATEMENTS).—Return 
presented, relative thereto [ordered Ist March ; Mr. Grant Lawson] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 73.] .. - se 


Woops, Forests, AND LAND Revenures.—Abstract Accounts presented, for the 
year ended 31st March, 1900, together with the Report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 74.] Re 5 
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MEMBERS OF THE Hovusk oF ComMoNS IN RecEIPT oF PuBLic Monry.—Return 
ordered, ‘‘ showing the names of present Members of the House of Com- 
mons who are in receipt of Public Money from any public source, whether 
in the form of Salary, Pension, Pay, or Allowance of any kind, or who 
have received Commutation in respect thereof under the Commutation 
Acts ; the amount they receive or have commuted, with the amount of 
the Commutation Money ; and the name of the Office or nature of the 
Service for which the Money is or has been paid (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 197, of Session 1897).”—(Mr. Fenwick.) 


QUESTIONN. 


SoutH ArricAaN War—ALLEGED BoER ReEcRUITING IN BELGIUM.—Question, 
Mr. Thomas Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answer, The First 
Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


JAMESON Ratb—CHARTERED COMPANY'S LIABILITY.—Questions, Mr. Alfred 
Davies (Carmarthen Boroughs) and Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, North- 
wich) ; Answers, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, 
Bristol, W.) os , 


FALSE ANNOUNCEMENTS ON NEWSPAPER BILLS.—Questions, Major Rasch (Essex, 
Chelmsford) and Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, The Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


British REVERSES—COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF'S RePORT—Questions, Mr. Winston 
Churchill (Oldham) and Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of 
Dean) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) 


PAARDEBERG OPERATIONS.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick, i e 


BLOEMFONTEIN HospiraLs.—()uestion, Mr. Burdett-Coutts (Westminster) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


CIVIL SURGEONS IN SouTH AFRICA.—Question, Mr. Burdett-Coutts ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick 


Sotprers’ Pensions.—(Question, Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) ; Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, 
Westhoughton) of v 


Cost or TRANSPORT OF Horsks TO THE CAPE.—Questions, Mr. Cochrane (Ayr- 
shire, N.) and Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.) ; Answers, Lord Stanley 


Rest For Horses LANpeD at Cape Town.—Question, Dr. Shipman (North- 
ampton) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


COMMISSIONS FOR THE YEOMANRY.—Question, Sir Joseph Leigh (Stockport) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—ACCOMMODATION FOR RECRUITS AT ALDERSHOT.—Ques- 
tion, Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. 7 


THe Duke OF CAMBRIDGE’S YEOMANRY.—Question, Major Rasch ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick “a 
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ENGLISH PURCHASE OF ARTILLERY IN GERMANY.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


WooLwicH ARSENAL—* EXERTION Money.” —Questions, Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.) and Sir John Brunner ; Answers, Lord Stanley.. 


Arbor HiLt Barracks, Dustin—Contrracts—F air WAGES CLAUSE.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick’s) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


RoyaL ArMy MepbIcCAL STAFF Corps—RECRUITING STANDARDS.—Question, 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. 


ARMY TRAINING—RESPONSIBILITY OF ADJUTANT GENERAL.—Questions, Colonel 
Welby and Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs); Answers, Mr. 
Brodrick ; 


DECEASED SOLDIERS’ SAVINGS—SERJEANT-MAgor GARNER.—Question, Colonel 
Lockwood ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


Trish Linen Kuakt.—Questions, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) and Mr. William 
Johnston (Belfast, S.) ; Answers, Lord Stanley .. ; ‘ 


ADMIRALTY Contracts at Barrow-1n-FuURNEsS.—Question, Mr. Nannetti 
(Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. 
Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridge) - be ~ ~ £3 M 


Roya Visit TO THE COLONTES—Press ACCOMMODATION.—Question, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman .. ol me es ed se 


Ixp1A—Proposep New Province.—Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) 


Cutna—Russia AND MANCHURIA.—Question, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Viscount Cranborne) 


* KOWSHING ” ARBITRATION.—Question, Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkeudbright- 
shire) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne 


ARABI PAsHA.—Question, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; Answer, Viscount 
Cranborne 


METROPOLITAN STIPENDIARIES.—Question, Mr. Eugene Wason (Clackmannan 
and Kinross) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


Tuames Potice—Curistuas Boxes.—Question, Mr. Nannetti; Answer, Mr. 
Ritchie 


Merropouitan Poiice Pay.—Question, Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, Romford) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


UnperGcrounD Rai_ways IN Lonpon.—Question, Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) 

SKATING FATALITY ON ComMPENSATION DAM, GREENOCK.—Question, Mr. James 
Reid (Greenock) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, 
Buteshire) ae 








xlii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

March 4.| 

PREVENTION OF STEAM TRAWLING OFF SCOTLAND.—Questions, Mr. Power (Water- 
ford, E.) and Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire); Answers, Mr. A. Graham 
Murray 

PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS IN NORTHUMBERLAND.—Question. Mr. Fenwick (North- 
umberland, Wansbeck) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain, W orcestershire, 1 f.) 


TELEGRAPH OFrices IN Rurat PaRIsHEes.—Question, Mr. Bryce ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


SoutH ARMAGH MaGiIsTRAcy.—Question, Mr. John Campbell (Armagh, S.) ; 
Answer, ‘The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


SMALL DWELLINGS (ACQUISITION) ACT—PURCHASES AND LOANS.—(uestion, 
Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IrntsH LanD—REDEMPTION OF CROWN AND QuIT ReNTs.—Question, Sir Thomas 
Esmonde (Wexford, N.); Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach... aun om 


LORD CLANRICARDE’S Estates.—Questions, Mr. Duffy (Galway, 5.) and Mr. 
James O'Connor ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


Darry InstRucTION IN MuNstTeR.—Questions, Mr. Flynn (Cork County, N.) 


and Mr. Crean (Cork County, S.E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


WEXFORD CounTy CoUNCIL’s APPEALS.—Questions, Sir Thomas Esmonde, 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien, Mr. John Redmond (Waterford), and Mr. Flavin 
(Kerry, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


GorEY LICENSING CASE.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 


CLARE County CounciL—Direcr Lasour.—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


SURETIES OF THE PEACE—HA PIN v. Rick.—Question. Mr. M’Fadden (Donegal, 
E.) and Mr. Flynn; Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. 
Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) .. 


Far Rent APPLications Ix County KILDARE.—Question, Mr. Carew (Meath, 
S.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Tue Recent * Day or GENERAL MOURNING “—POLICE AND IRISH SHOPKEEPERS.— 
Question, Mr. James O'Connor ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Birk AND PortumNna RatLway.—Question. Mr. Reddy (King’s County, Birr) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham . 


IntsH NATIONAL TEACHERS’ SALARIES.—Question, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell 
(Kerry, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


LAND LAW ADMINISTRATION IN East TyRONE.—Question, Mr. Doogan (Tyrone, 
E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IrisH Pre-UNIon SraTUTES.—Question, Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham . .* 
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WESTMEATH MAGISTRACY.—Question, Mr. Sullivan (Westmeath, S.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 


SHROPSHIRE LIGHT INFANTRY—OUTRAGES IN TIPPERARY.—Questions, Mr. 
Cullinan (Tipperary, 8.) and Mr. Flavin ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


PROTECTION OF IRISH FISHERIES.—Question, Mr. Power ; Answer, Mr. Wynd- 
ham e - 





PROSECUTION OF THE “ TuAM News ” Epiror. 


Question, Mr. Duffy ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham .. - os 


HorRSE-BREEDING IN QUEEN'S County. —Question, Mr. Delany ((Queen’s 
County, Ossory); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ee fs 6 “i we 


LABOURERS DWELLINGS IN Mount-MELLICK.—Question, Mr. Delany ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 


FERMANAGH RENT APPEALS.—Question, Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 


WICKLOW MAGISTRACY.—Question, Mr. James O'Connor ; Answer, Mr. Wynd- 
ham : 


Fark Rent AppPLicatTions.—Question, Mr. Cullinan ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


BELTURBET Post OFice.—Question, Mr. M’Govern (Cavan, W.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain “i a és “3 


County Tyrone PostaL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Doogan ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Irish RATING VALUATIONS.—Questions, Mr. Field and Mr. Flynn; Answers, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain se 


[risH Lichts—Matpen Rock, Kenmare Bay.—Question, Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour : j 


KINSALE WATER SupPLy.—Question, Mr. Crean; Answer, Lord Stanley 


DEFENCE OF GIBRALTAR.—Question, Mr. O'Kelly (Roscommon, N.) ; Answer, 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 


ANGLO-PoRTUGUESE TREATY—M. DELCAssE’s SPEECH.—Questions, Mr. O'Kelly 
and Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


RoyaL DECLARATION AGAINST RomMAN CATHOLICISM.—Questions, Mr. Joyce 
and Mr. John Redmond ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
N.E.), Sir Charles Dilke, and Mr. John Redmond ; Answers, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour .. a 5 i, - ii a es oA = a 





New Member Sworn.—Sir Francis Henry Evans, K.C.M.G., for the Borough 
of Maidstone ” . 4 


Questions, Mr. Dillon, Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, 
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PROCEDURE OF THE HoUskE—AMENDMENT OF STANDING ORDERS.—Standing 
Order No. 51 read. 


The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


‘That Standing Order No. 51 be amended, in line 4, by leaving 
out the words * or of Ways and Means.’ ”—(.Wr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Question proposed, ** That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Standing Order.”’ 


Discussion :— 
Sir H. Camphbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) 
Mr. Elliot (Durham) = 
Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) .. He 3 
Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) : 
Mr. Disraeli (Cheshire, Altrincham) . 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
Mr. Alexander Cross (Glasgow, Camlachie) . 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W. _ 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W. ) 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) Af 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) .. 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 161; Noes, 255. (Division List No. 32.) 


BUSINESS OF THE Housk (FINANCIAL BUSINESS) :— 
Mr. A. J. palfour 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 

‘That, unti! Easter, Financial Business do have precedence on 
Tuesday whenever set down by the Government, and that the pro- 
visions of Standing Order No. 56 be extended to that day.”—(Mr. 
Balfour.) 


Sir H. Camphell-Bannerman .. 
Mr. Herbert Roberts a W ” 
Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Avyes, 237 ; Noes, 144. (Division List No. 33.) 


SUPPLY.—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 
Navy (SUPPLEMENTARY) EsTIMATEs, 1900-1901. 


. Motion made, and Question put, “ A. That an additional number of 
men and boys, not excee ding 600, be employed for the Sea and \ ‘oastguard 
Services for the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901.’ 
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Discussion :— 
The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, — 
Mr. Kearley or ia 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo. E.) .. 
Mr. Daly (Monaghan, S.) cr 
Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwicks hire, Rughy) 
Mr. Allen (Gloucestershire, Stroud) 
Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, 8.) .. 
Mr. William Allan (Gateshead) 
Mr. Joyce (Limerick) 


Question put. 


W etic 


The Committee divided :—Ayes. 255 ; Noes, 67. (Division List No. 34.) 


2. Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That an additional sum, not 
exceeding £1,250,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1901, for additional Expenditure on the following Navy 


Services, viz. : 


Vote 1. Wages, etc., of Officers. ete. . 
Vote 2. Victualling and Clothing tor the Navy 
Vote 8 Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, ete. : 
Section I. Personnel 
Section Il. Matériel 
Section II]. Contraet Work = 
Vote 11. Miscellaneous Effective Services .. 


Total 


Discussion : 


Mr. Pretyman i 
Mr. William Allan 


Attention called to the tact that forty Members were 


£ 
500 
84,000 


98,500 
630,000 
207.000 
230,000 


£1,250,000.”’ 


not present. 


House counted, and. tortv Members being found present— 


Mr. William Allan 

Mr. Flynn . = = ‘5 
Commander Young (Berks ire. Wokingham) 
Mr. Kearley 7. 
Sir Fortescue Flannery : (Forks shire, Shipley) 
Sir Charles Dilke (G7 tloucestershire. Furest of Dean) 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) 

Mr. Pretyman ne 7 ee 
Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le-Ntreet) 
Sir John Colomb 

Mr. BE. J.C. Morton Ps port 

Mr. Dillon 


Motion made and Question proposed— 


‘That an additional sum. not exceeding £250,000, be granted for 


the said Services.” —(.Vr. Dillon. 
Mr. Crean (Cork, 8.) 
Mr. Joyce .. a 

Mr. Flavin (Kerry. N.) 
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Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place and claimed to move, * That the Question 
he now put.” 


Question put, * That the Question be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Aves, 221; Noes, 82. (Division List No. 35.) 


Question put accordingly, “* That an additional sum, not exceeding £250,000, 


be granted for the said Services.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 52; Noes, 248. (Division List No. 36.) 
Mr. A. J. Balfour claimed, * That the Original Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 246; Noes, 49. (Division List No. 37.) 


It being after midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report 
to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported to-morrow. Committee to sit again to-morrow. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before One of the lock. 


ILOUSE OF LORDS, TUESDAY, 5rn MARCH, 1901. 
Several Lords took the Oath. 


Appress.--The King’s Answer to the Address of the 25th of January last 
reported, and Address and Answer to be printed and published .. 


MESSAGE FROM THE KING.—Delivered by the Lord Chancellor,and read. Ordered, 
That the said Message be taken into consideration on Thursday next 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with : 

Elland Gas [H.L.]; Albion Steam Coal Company [#.L.]. The same were 
ordered to lie on the Table 


Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and Water Bill { 11.L. }.—The Chairman of 
Committees informed the House that the promoters do not intend to pro- 
ceed further with the Bill. Ordered that the Bill be not further proceeded 
with os _ p 


Aire and Calder Navigation Bill [u.v.]; Bath Gas Light and Coke 
Bill [H.L.]; Central London Railway Bill [4.1.]: Chester Gas Bill [H.1.] ; 
City and Brixton Railway Bill[H.L.]; City and South London Railway Bill 
|u|; Llanelly and Mynydd Mawr Railway Bill | #.L.] ; London, Brighton. 
and South Coast Railway Bill [H.1.] ; Neweastle-upon-Tyne and Gateshead 
Gas Bill |u.L.]; Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas Bill [H.L.] ; New Swindon Gas 
Bill [u.u.]; Shrewsbury Gas Bill [H.L.]; South Eastern, and London, 
Chatham. and Dover Railways Bill [H.L.]: South Essex Water Bill | H.1. |. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, LTC. 


TELEGRAPH MONEY ORDERS (SWEDEN).—Additional Articles to the Convention 
of the 7th and 12th of September, 1881, relative to the exchange of money 
orders between the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and the 
Kingdom of Sweden, dated Ist to 8th September, 1900 


RoyaL UNIVERSITY OF IRELAND.—Annual Report for the year 1900. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table... 


SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minute, dated 21st February, 1901, granting a 
retired allowance to Mr. W. H. F. Crookshenk, Second Division Clerk, 
Money Order Office, General Post Office, under Section 2 of the Act. Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table .. 


BRIDLINGTON Piers AND Harpour.—Abstract of the general annual account 
for the vear ended 26th July, 1900. Delivered (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table 


Prisons (Scotland) Bill [1...].-—A Bill toamend the law relating to Prisons in 
Scotland and for other purposes connected therewith—was presented by 
The Lord Balfour ; read la ; and to be printed. (No. 15.) 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR STANDING COMMITTEES. —Report from, That the 
Committee have added The Lord Clifford of Chudleigh to the Standing 
Committee ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


STANDING COMMITTEE.—Report from the Committee of Chairmen of the Standing 
Committee, that they have appointed the Viscount Cross Chairman of the 
Standing Committee ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


War OFFICE ADMINISTRATION— DUTIES OF COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF.—Order of the 
Day for resuming the debate on the present system of military administra- 
tion at the War Office ; read. 


Debate resumed :— 


The Earl of Northbrook 

Lord Chelmsford ae 

The Earl of Dunraven 

Earl Spencer 

The Lord Feesident of the Counc oil (The Duke of Desonshie) 

The Earl of Rosebery. 

The Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal ( The Marques Y Salisbury) 
V iscount Wolseley 


Tue UNITED IRISH LEAGUE AND CRIME IN IRELAND—MUtRDER OF HUGH THOMPSON. 
The Earl of Dartrey 
The Earl of Denbigh 


EARLY CLOSING OF SHops.—The Lords following were named of the Select Com- 
mittee :—D. Marlborough, M. Salisbury, E. Stamford, E. Hardwicke, E. 
Romney, E. Verulam, L. Bp. Winchester, L. Brassey, L. Avebury. The 
Committee to meet on Friday next at a quarter before Four o'clock, and to 
appoint their own chairman. 


House adjourned at five minutes past Seven of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, TUESDAY, 5th MARCH, 1901. 
Several other Members took and subscribed the Oath. BAN 
Kine’s Speecn (Answer To AppRESS).—The Comptroller of the Household 
reported His Majesty’s Answer to the Address, as followeth. — .. .. 990 Post 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
London Water (Purchase) Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. Debate __ 7 
adjourned till Monday. 25th March — .. ee * ¥ .. 651 SUP 
Private BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
° the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bill, Referred on the first reading thereof. _ 
Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :—Burgess Hill Water iia 
Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 5d] 
Fairford and Cirencester Railway Bill; Mond Gas Bill) Read a 
second time, and committed es - sis -. Boz 
hi ») 
PETITIONS. 
PAP 
Cnuurcn DisciPLIne.—Petition from East Dulwich, for alteration of Law ; to lie 
upon the Table 55? 


ELEMENTARY EpUCATION (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 
—Petitions for alteration of Law, from Derby ; New Mills ; Blackburn : 
Fenny Stratford ; Shepley ; Thornton in Craven ; Steeton with Eastburn ; 
Sutton in Keighley ; Walmersley and Ramsbottom ; Acton ;and Dewsbury ; UN 


to lie upon the Table 552 
ELEMENTARY EbDucATiIon (ScotcH Copr).—Petition from Leith, for alteration : 
to lie upon the Table jD2 
Co) 
OFFICERS OF THE INDIAN STAFF Corps.—Six hundred and fourteen Petitions 
from Officers of the Indian Staff Corps, for redress of grievances ; to lie 
upon the Table 552 
Pook LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1896.—Petitions for alteration of 
Law. from Epsom ; Ashton-in-Makerfield ; and Acton ; to lie upon the 
Table oe : 652 
Sot 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SunDAY BILL.—Petition from Little Heath : 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table j52 
SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, from Ex 
Govan ; Aberdeen ; Windermere ; Glasgow ; Neweastle-on-Tyne : and Kilmal- 
colm ; to lie upon the Table D2 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LiQuoRs TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BiL.—Three Petitions PRI 


from Gourock, in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. ey 55 vs .. §55 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Bankruprcy (IRELAND).—Return | presented 6th December, 1900] to be printed. 
| No. 75.] 


Post Orrick (TELEGRAPH MONEY OrbeERS).—Copy presented, of Additional 
Articles to the Convention of the 7th, 12th September, 1881, relative to 
the exchange of Money Orders between the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland and the Kingdom of Sweden, dated Ist to 8th Septem- 
ber, 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1887.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 21st 
February, 1901, granting a retired allowance to Mr. W. H. I. Crookshank, 
a Second Division Clerk, Money Order Office, General Post Office, under 
the Act [by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. a we ’ sis a 


Navy (DockyarRD EXPENSE AccoUNTS, 1899-1900).—Annual Accounts  pre- 
sented, for 1899-1900, of Shipbuilding and Dockyard Transactions, ete., 
with Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 76.] 


RoyaL University oF [RELAND.—Copy presented, of Nineteenth Report of the 
Royal University of Ireland, being for the year 1900 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table 


Papers LAtb UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HoUsE :—1. Controverted 
Elections, Further Return.—Copy of Minutes of Evidence and Judgment 
in the Borough of Islington (West Division) Election Trial [ordered 22nd 
February ; Wr. Attorney General]. 2. Bridlington Piers and Harbour.— 
Copy of Abstract of the General Annual Account for the year ending 26th 
July, 1900 [by Act]. 


Unrunpep Desr.—Return ordered, * of the amount of the Unfunded Debt on 
the 27th day of February, 1901, showing upon what terms and for what 
period it has been raised.”—(Sir Edgar Vincent.) .. ns es 


CONTROVERTED ELections.—West Islington Election Petition.—Mr. Speaker 


informed the House that he had received from the Judges appointed to try 


the several Election Petitions the Certificate and Report relating to the 


West Division of the Borough of Islington . .. és ne 


QUESTIONS. 


SoutH ArricA—JAMESON Raib—LIABILITy OF THE British SouTH AFRICA 
ComMPANy.—Question, Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) ; Answer, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) ios 


EXPENDITURE OF THE COLONIES FOR THEIR CONTINGENTS.——Question, Mr. Causton 
(Southwark, W.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) — .. wy Si ae «e us ar 


Press PROSECUTIONS LN CAPE COLONY.—Questions, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeenshire, N.) 
and Mr. H. J. Wilson siete W.R., Holmfirth) ; Answers, Mr. J. 


Chamberlain ; ie = a 
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PRECAUTIONS AGAINST PLAGUE AT Cape TowN.—Questions, Sir Walter Foster 
(Derbyshire, Ikeston) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


CONCENTRATION CAMPS—TREATMENT OF Boek Women.—Question, Mr. C. P. 
Scott (Lancashire, Leigh) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford). . 


Minirary Courts or INouiry.—Questions, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South 
Molton), Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheftield, Ecelesall), and Mr. Courtney 
Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


NEGOTIATIONS WITH GENERAL Botua.—Question, Mr. Dalziel (Nirkealdy 
Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


BRITISH SURRENDERS—Courts-MARTIAL.— Question, Mr. Lambert ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick 


Civit Laws IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


TREATMENT OF COLOURED PERSONS IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, Sir Charles 
Dilke ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


COMFORTS FoR TROOPS AT THE FRONT.--Questions. Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire, 
W.). Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) : Answers. Mr. Brodrick 


Rerurn oF Troops. —Question. Mr. Pirie; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


INDIAN RELIEFS. —Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W.); Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick 


COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF IN TRELAND—H.R.H. toe Duke of CONNAUGHT.—Ques- 
tions, Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.) and Mr. Flynn ; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick se 


Sotprers’ Wipows’ Penstons.—(uestion, Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) ; Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, 
Westhoughton) 


BIRMINGHAM POLICEMEN SERVING IN SouTH AFRICA—RATE OF PAy.—Question, 
Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, Spalding) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


Army Meat Anpd ForaGk Conrracts—Proposep Irish Drpor.—Questions, 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) and Captain Donelan (Cork County, E.) ; 
Answers, Lord Stanley 


YEOMANRY Exercise at Herrrorb.—Question, Mr. M‘Laren (Leicestershire, 
Bosworth) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

SHROPSHIRE LIGHT INFANTRY—Tipperaky Riots.—Question, Mr. Cullinan 
(Tipperary, 5.) and Mr. Patrick O'Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answers, Lord Stanley 

ComMitreE ON Water-Tuse BorLer.-—Question, Mr. E. J. C. Morton (Devon- 
port) ; Answer, The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) om as °° oe 


H.M.S. “ Brrrannia "—OvurTBReEAK OF PNEUMONTA.—Questions, Mr. Norman 
(Wolverhampton, 5.).and Mr. Lambert ; Answers, Mr. Pretyman.. - 
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Dertrorpd VietTtaLtinc Yarb.—Questions, Mr. Arthur Morton (Deptford) 
and Sir Charles Dilke ; Answers, Mr. Pretyman 


THe Inquiry as to Navan Works ar GipkaLTar.—Question, Mr. Causton 
(Southwark, W.): Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, FE.) .. 


INDIAN STAFF Corps.—Question, Sir Seymour King (Hull, Central) ; Auswer. 
The Secretary of State tor India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing). . 


Coopers HILL COoLLEGE.—Questions, Mr. O'Mara (xilkenny, S.) and Mr. 
Bartley ; Answers. Lord G. Hamilton 


INTERNATIONAL FISHERIES CONFERENCE.—Question. Mr. Norman; Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State tor Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne. 


Rochester) 


CHINESE Tarires.—Question, Earl Perey (Nensington, 8.) : Answer. Viscount 
Cranborne 


irish TAXaTION.—Questions, Mr. Field and Mr. Flyin ; Answers, Sir M. Hicks 
Beach 

PoLice PENSION STATISTICS.—Question, Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. 
Ritchie, Croydon) 


House Painters AND LEAD PoIsONING.—Question, Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon- 
Trent ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


LONDON SCHOOL BoARD—REHOUSING PoLicy.—Question, Mr. Hay (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie : 


Raiway Rares ror AGRICULTURAL PRODUCE.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) .. 


CARRIAGE OF AGRICULTURAL PRropUCE TO LONDON BY RoAb.—Question, Mr. 


Field; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


BREACHES OF THE CoMPANY LAW.—Question, Sir Seymour King ; Answer, Mr. 
Gerald Balfour ba 


Lonpon County CounciL Water BiLt.—Question, Mr. M*Laren ; Answer, ‘The 
President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Long, Bristol, S.) 


MILK Inspection. —Question, Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long s ~ 


SECONDARY EpUCATION.—Question, Mr. Pym (Bedford) ; Answer, The Vice 
President of the Board of Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 

IRIs GEOLOGICAL SURVEY.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst.. 

Panace Yarbp-——LiGuTinc ARRANGEMENTsS.—(Question, Sir Henry Fowler (Woi- 
verhampton, B.); Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers 
Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine) 

VENTILATION OF THE Division Lopeies.—Question, Colonel Welby (Launton) ; 
Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas om oi 25 " ii dad 
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MempBers’ ACCOMMODATION.—Question, Mr. Harwood (Bolton); Answer, Mr. 
Akers Douglas ; ee 

PostaL Goop CONDUCT STRIPES—CLAIM OF LINESMEN,—Question, Mr. Platt- 
Higgins (Salford, N.) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to thie ‘Treasury 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 

Wensu Tetecrarnic Appresses.—Question, Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

POSTMEN AND THE CENSUs.—Question, Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. 

RELATIVES ON PosTAL STAPES.—Questiou, Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

Irisu Workuouse Dierary.—Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8S.) ; Answer, 
The Chief Seeretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 

ENNiscortiy ASYLUM LoAN.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


SALARIES OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS.—(Questions, Sir Thomas Hsmonde 
and Mr. Cullinan ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


LAND LoANs IN County WeExForD.—(Qnuestion, Sir Thomas Esmonde ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 


IkisH Nation AL Epucarion Boarp.— Question, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell (Kerry, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Irish SEALED LoCAL GOVERNMENT OrpDeERS.—(Questions, Mr. M’Govern (Cavan, 
W.) and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


Irish LocaAL GOVERNMENT AvubiIToRS.—(Question, Mr. John O'Donnell (Mayo, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


AsyLuM ComMirree’s Accounts Aupbit.—Question, Mr. John O'Donnell ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham} ne 

Lanp Purcuase In County GaLway.-—(uestion, Colonel Nolan (Galway, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham es i a 

Irisu ‘TEACHERS—RESULT Fees.—Question, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 

Sueep Worryinc By Docs IN IreLanp.—Questions, Mr. Delaney (Queen’s 
County, Ossory) and Mr. Field ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ss 

Uuster Wrxrer Assizes.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, The 
Attorney General for lreland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 

Iris LAND FInANCE.—()uestion, Mr. 'T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson sa - se : 

Trish Franciscan MSS.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain .. - ie ¥ ie as 

CasueL PosraL MrsseNGER.—Question, Mr. Cullinan; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain 5% bs Ne és xa a ss Ris 
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Royal DECLARATION AGAINST RoMAN CATHOLICISM—CORONATION OATH.— 
(Questions, Colonel Nolan, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.), Mr. James 
O’Connor, and Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ; Answers, Mr. J. Cham- 
berlain and Mr. A. J. Balfour 


CiviIL Servick EstiMates.—Questions, Mr. Loder (Brighton) and Mr. Dillon ; 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. * - if ve a 


BUSINESS OF THE Housr.-—Questions, Mr. Courtney Warner and Mr. Lough 
(Islington, W.) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES) (CHAIRMEN'S PANEL).—Mr. Halsey reported 
from the Committee of Selection that they had selected the following six 
Members to be the Chairmen’s Panel and to serve as Chairmen of the two 
Standing Committees to be appointed under Standing Order No. 47 :— 
Mr. John Ellis, Sir James Fergusson, Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice, Mr. 
Laurence Hardy, Colonel Nolan, and Mr. Stuart-Wortley. Report to lie 
upon the Table .. vs a 2 


MerssaGe FROM His Magesty (Her Magesty THE QUEEN AND MEMBERS OF FELIs 
Masesty’s Faminy).—The Chancellor of the Exchequer (at the Bar) ac- 
quainted the House that he had a Message from the King to this House 
signed by His Majesty's own hand. And he presented the same to the 
House, and it was read by Mr. Speaker (all the Members being uncovered) 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorpDsS—Lonpon UNbderGRouND RatLways.—That they 
have come to the following resolution, viz.—* That it is desirable that a 
Select Committee be appointed to join with a Committee of the House of 
(‘ommons to consider and report : 


1. Whether the lines of route for underground railways in and near 
London, proposed by Bills which have been or may be introduced 
during the present Session, are best calculated to afford facilities 
for present and probable future traffic ; and, if not, what modifi- 
cations of those lines of route are desirable ; 


2. What special provision, if any, should be made for the protection of 
the owners, lessees, and occupiers of properties adjacent to under- 
ground railways from possible damage and annoyance ; 


3. What special terms and conditions, if any, as to the construction 
and working should be imposed upon the promoters ; 


4, Whether any, and which, of the schemes proposed by the said Bills 
should not be proceeded with during the present Session ” 


NEW BILLS, 


Water Companies (Lrapiuity For Storage Warer)—Bill to amend 
the Law relating to the liability of Water Companies for the Storage of 
Water, ordered to-be brought in by Mr. Sinclair, Major Rasch, Mr. Rentoul, 
Mr. Flynn, and Mr. A. Thomas. 


Water Companies (Liability for Storage Water) Bill.——‘‘To amend 
the law relating to the liability of Water Companies for the Storage of 
Water,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday, 19th March, and to be printed. [Bill 81.] — .. re ae 
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Evpioyers’ Liapinity Extension —Bill to Amend the Acts relating to 
Employers’ Liability, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Sinclair, Major 
Raseh. Mr. Rentoul, Mr. Boulnois, Mr. Fivnn. and Mr. A. Thomas 


Employers’ Liability Extension Bill.“ To amend the Acts relating to 
Employers’ Liability. pres nted. and read the first time: to be read 


second time upon Tuesday, 19th March. and to be printed. | Bill 82.| 


Licnts ox Venicies.—Bill to require Vehicles on highways to earry lamps 
at night. ordered to be brought in by Sir Robert Mowbray, Mr. Bryce. 
Mr. Grenfell, Sir John Lene.’ Mr. Scott Montagu. Mr. Wanklyn, and Sir 

Albert Rollit. 


Lights on Vehicles Bill.—‘ To require Vehicles on highways to carry 
lamps at night.” presented. and read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday next. and to be printed. [ Bill 83.] 


Factory axp Worksnop Act (1871) AMENpMENT.— Bill to amend the Factory 
and Workshop Act. 1878. by reducing the period of employment 
on Saturday, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Harwood and Mr. Kenyon. 

Factory and Workshop (1878) Amendment Bill.“ To amend the 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1878. by reducing the period oi employ ment 
on Saturday.” presented, and read the first time: to be read a second 
time upon Thursday, 21st March, and to be printed. | Bill 84. ] 


Rivers PoL.uTION PreveNtion.—Bill to make more effectual provision for 
the prevention of the Pollution of Rivers and Streams. ordered to be 
brought in by Sir Francis Powell, Mr. Wilson-Todd. Mr. Henry Hobhouse, 
Sir John Dorington, Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Brigg, Sir John Brunner, 
and Sir Walter Foster. 


Rivers Pollution Prevention Bill.—‘“ To make more effectual Provision 
for the prevention of the Pollution of Rivers and Streams.” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a second time upon Wednesday. Sth 
May, and to be printed. [Bill 85.].. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) AcT (1881) AMENDMENT.— Bill to amend the Sun- 
day Closing (Wales) Act. I881. and to: make further provision respecting 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in Wales and Monmouthshire. ordered to 
he brought in by Mr. Herbert Roberts. Mr. Alfred) Thomas. Mr. Lloyd 
(reorge, Mr. William Jones, and Mr. Herbert Lewis. 


Sunday Closing (Wales) (1881) Amendment Bill.—To amend the 
Sunday Closing (Wales) Act. I881. and to make further provision respect- 
ing Liquors in Wales and Monmouthshire.” presented, and read the first 
time: to be read a second time upon Wednesday. 20th March. and to be 
printed. | Bill &6.] 


PARLIAMENTARY Evections (Marrvers” Vortes).—Bill to enable Officers and 
Seamen of the Royal Navy and Mercantile Marine and Fishermen to re 
cord their votes when by reason of their calling they will be at sea on the 
day of poll, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Maedona, Sir olin Colomb, 
Mr. Cust, Mr. David Morgan, Sir Seymour King, Mr. Firbank, and Sir 
Christopher Furness. 
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Parliamentary Elections (Mariners’ Votes) Bill.—‘“To enable Officers 
and Seamen of the Royal Navy and Mercantile Marine and Fishermen to 
record their votes when by reason of their calling they will be at sea on 
the day of the poll,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 87.) 

SUPPLY.—Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrier (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Civin, SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1901-2 
(Vore oN ACCOUNT). 
Motion made, and (Juestion proposed 


“That a sum, not exceeding £17,504,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, on account, for or towards defraying the Charges for the 
following Civil Services and Revenue Departments for the year ending 
on the 51st day of March, 1902, namely :— 


CIVIL SERVICES. 


Class IV. 
£ 

Board of Education ae ee se ink uty as .. 4,100,000 

Class II. 
Board of Trade... ae oa ai a és ie a 60,000 

Class I. 
Royal Palaces and Marlborough House .. “5 ig - 20,000 
Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens - a ne = 40,000 
Houses of Parliament Buildings .. 5 Fa ae ae 16,000 
Gladstone Monument oe St. aks : ue ae 1,000 
Miscellaneous Legal Buildings, Great Britain .. ae ae 18,000 
Art and Science Buildings, Great Britain or a os 12,000 
Diplomatic and Consular Buildings - es ‘“ * 12,000 
Revenue Buildings —.. mn ee i ee - a 140,000 
Public Buildings, Great Britain .. sce Me ar Ss 145,000 
Surveys of the United Kingdom... Sa - 5 a 80,000 
Harbours under the Board of Trade .. ae os Re 2,000 
Peterhead Harbour .. oe 58 i Ce rm 33 6,000 
Rates on Government Property — .. 54 i - ok 250,000 
Public Works and Buildings, Ireland .. - Ep a 70,000 
Railways, Ireland * - on , 70,000 

Class_ IT. 

United Kingdom and England :— 
House of Lords, Offices ae 33 aa 2.8 ey or 5,000 
House of Commons, Offices Si a me as er 12,000 
Treasury and Subordinate Departments os os a 39,000 
Home Office... ‘ i or rac ce st Ee 50,000 
30,000 


Foreign Office ; “2 ne -- és 26 re ? 
Colonial Office .. _ at . ss ‘6 if = 23,000 
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Privy Council Office, ete. 
Privy Seal Office ; 
Mercantile Marine Services .. 
Bankruptcy Department of the Board of “Trade 
Board of Agriculture 
Charity Cominission 
Civil Service Commission 
Exchequer and Audit Department 
Friendly Sovieties Registry 
Local Government Board 
Lunacy Commission 
Mint (including Coinage) 
National Debt Office 
Public Record Office : 
Publie Works Loan Commission 
Registrar General’s Office 
Stationery and Printing 
Woods, Forests, ete... Office of ; 
Works and Public Buildings. Office of 
Secret Service 

Scotland : 
Secretary for Scotland 
Fishery Board 
Lunacy Commission 
Regist rar General's Office 
Local Government Board 


Ireland :— 


Lord Lieutenant's Household : oe 
Chief Secretary and Subordinate Departme ents 
Departments of Agriculture i 
Charitable Donations and Bequests Office 
Local Government Board 
Public Record Oftice 
Public Works Office 
Registrar General's Oftice 
Valuation and Boundary Survey 
Class ITT. 
United Kingdom and England :— 
Law Charges ; S e 
Miscellaneous Legal Expenses 
Supreme Court of Judicature 
Land Registry 
County Courts o ye 
Police, England and Wales 
Prisons, England and the Colonies 2 ve 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools, Great Britain 
Broadmoor Criminal Lunatie Asvlum 
Scotland :— 
Law Charges and Courts of Law 
Register House, Edinburgh 
Crofters Commission 
Prisons, Scotland 


130.000 
20.000 


260,000 





Page Ma 


5.000 
1.000 
530.000 
3 
75.000 
15,000 
18.000 
24 000 
2,200 
85.000 
5.000 
10 
6.000 
11.000 


~ 


8,000 
23 000 
10,000 


5.900 
8.000 
Y 500 
PS O00 


5.000 


2 000 
OOO 
OOO 
1,000 
26.000 
2 OOO 
16,000 
20.000 
6.000 


10.000 
IT.OCO 
140.000 
14.000 
14.000 
22 O00 


140.000 
LS.Q00 


30,000 
15.000 

2 000 
30.000 





1ge 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


March dD. | 


Ireland : 
Law Charges inl Criminal Prosecutions ; 
Supreme Court of Judicature, and other Legal De partments 
Land Commission ‘ 
County Court Officers, ete. 
Dublin Metropolitan Police 
Royal Irish Constabulary 
Prisons, Ireland : 
Reformatory and Industri al Se hools. . 
Dundrum Criminal Lunatic Asylum Be 
Class IV. 
United Kingdom and England : 
British Museum 
National Gallery a 
National Portrait Gallery 
Wallace Collection re ig os 
Scientific Investigation, ete., United Kingdom a ‘ 
Universities and Colleges, Great Britain, and Intermediate 
Education, Wales 
Scotland : 
Public Edueation 
National Gallery 
Ireland : 
Public Education ne 
Endowed Schools Commissioners 
National Gallery 
(Queen's Colleges - Bs 
Class V. 
Diplomatic and Consular Services 
Uganda, Central and East Africa P rotectorates ‘and U ganda 
Railway 
Colonial Services 
Cyprus, Grants in Aid.. 
Subsidies to Telegraph Companies - 
Class VI. 
Superannuation and Retired Allowances 
Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pensions, ete. .. - 
Miscellaneous Charitable and other Allowances .. 
Hospitals and Charities, Treland 5 
Class VII. 
Temporary Commissions 
Miscellaneous Expenses 


35,000 
45,000 
50,000 
46,000 
40,000 
600,000 
45,000 
55,500 
3,500 


80,000 
9,000 
3,000 
1.000 
25,000 


41,000 


650,000 
1,400 


600,000 
400 
1,400 
2.500 


295,000 


320,000 
250,000 
15,000 
50,000 


280,000 
3,000 
1.000 
17.000 


10,082 
8,000 


10,454,000 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
Customs re 
Inland’Revenue 
Post Office : 
Post Office Packe r Shine vice 
Post Office Tele ‘graphs ots 


Total for Revenue Departments. . 


Grand Total 


Mr. Yourall (Nottingham, W.) r es ost 


350,000 
830,000 
3,800,000 
210,000 
1,680,000 


6,870,000 


7,304,000” 
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Motion made, and Question proposed- 


‘That the Item, Vote 1, Class 4 (Board of Education), be reduced 
by £100."°—(Mr. Yora!l.) 


Discussion ; 


The Vice-President of The Board or Liducation (Sir J. Gorst, Cam- 
bridge University) Bi “ ce ie ne .. bOl 

Mr. J. H. Whitley ( Halifax) 58 y id an = mS Me O15 

Mr Flower (Bradford,W.) - * c? rs 3 = 2 edd 


Dr. re te (( ‘amberiwell, N.) ae - Pe <x $ . is 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) si ee if is a fe 1. O26 
Karl Percy (Kensington, 8.) .. ia a a ee a .¢ ‘e24 
Mr. George White (Norfolk, WW) 5. aie oe se a .. bel 
Mr. Hen ry Hobhouse (Nomersetshire, E.) en oe ny a .. 0640 
Mr. Duke (Plymouth) .. " oa + a me ae .. 645 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) a am ae + - af .. O46 
Mr Tully (Leitrim...) .. = ak . - = % .. 690 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present. 
House counted, and forty Members being found present 


Mr. Tully fc be Ps MA Se a - me .. 650 


Mr. Richards (Finsbury, B.). Me cs ; oc OO 
Mr. Alfred Hutton (YVorksh Ss W. RP. esle “_ m a 68 
Mr. Gray (West Ham, N.) oi a - is 5 GDS 
Nir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, Acer ington ae ” - He Ss ee 
Sir John Gorst — . 93 ie mn x GOR 
Mr. Mather (Lancashire. ae ee ab 7 * a 673 
Mr. Bond (Nottingham, B.) .. = or ps os ae 8&8 
Mr, Asquith > gg E.) x = 5 a os .. 68] 
Ma jor Rasch (Essex. C relmsford) ¥ ae . e ie 684 


(Juestion put. 
The Committee divided : Aves, 150 ; Noes, 225. (Division List No. 38.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


It being after midnight, and objection being taken to further proceeding, 
the Chairman proceeded to interrupt the business. 


Whereupon Mr. A. J. BaLrour rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
‘That the Question be now put,” 


Question put, “* That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 220; Noes 117. (Division List No. 39.) 


Original Question put accordingly :—The Chairman named the Tellers : 
Aves, Sir William Walrond and Mr. Anstruther ; Noes, Mr. Yoxall 
and Mr. Broadhurst. 


But several Members refused to leave the House to proceed to the 
Division Lobby. Whereupon the Chairman directed the doors to be 
unlocked in order to report the matter to the Speaker. 
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Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair, 


The Chairman reported, That several Members, the hon, Member for 
South East Cork, North Kerry, South Tipperary, North Meath, North 
Leitrim, East Limerick, North East Cork, West Cavan, East Tyrone, 
South Fermanagh, East Cork, and West Cork. had refused to leave 
the House and proceed to the Division Lobby when directed to do 
so by him. 


Mr. Speaker appealed to the hon. Members in the interests of the House 
not to persist in their refusal to obey the Chair. 


But the said hon. Members having repeated their determination not to 
leave the House for the Division 


Mr. Speaker named Mr. Crean, Mr. Flavin, Mr. Cullinan, Mr. Patrick 


White. Mr. M*Hugh, Mr. Lundon, Mr. William Abraham. Mr. - 


M’Govern, Mr. Doogan, Mr. Jordan, Captain Donelan, and Mr. 
Gilhooly as wilfully obstructing the Business in the House and dis- 
regarding the Authority of the Chair 


Motion made, and (uestion put— 


“That the said Members, Mr. Crean, Mr. Flavin, Mr. Cullinan, 


Mr. Patrick White, Mr. M*Hugh. Mr. Lundon, Mr. William Abraham, 
Mr. M’Govern, Mr. Doogan, Mr. Jordan, Captain Donelan, and Mr. 
Gilhooly, be suspended from the service of the House.” —(Vr. Balfour. 


The House proceeded toa Division: 


Sir William Walrond and Mr. Anstruther were appointed Tellers for the 
Aves, but no Member being’ willing to act as Teller for the Noes, 
Mr. Speaker declared that the Aves had it. 


Mr. Speaker then directed the said Members to withdraw, but they 
refused to obey his order. Whereupon Mr. Speaker directed the Ser- 


jeant at-Arms to cause the said Members to be removed from the 


House, and they were removed accordingly. 
The House again resolved itself into the Committee :— 


(In the Committee.) 


Original Question put, “That £17,304,000 be granted on account for 


the said services.” 

The Committee proceeded to a Division. 

Sir Wiliam Walrond and Mr. Anstruther were appointed Tellers for the 
Ayes, but no Member being willing to act as Teller for the Noes, the 


Chairman declared that the Ayes had it. 


And, it being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the Honse. 


Resolution to be reported this day ; Committee to sit again this day. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after One o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 67rH MARCH, 1901, 


Another Member took and subscribed the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Morton Carr Drainage Bill.‘ For amending certain provisions in foree 
with respect to the Morton Carr Drainage, in the county of Lincoln ; and 
for other purposes,”’ read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Aldershot Gas and Water Bill; Caledonian Railway Bill; Crawley 
Gas Bill; Dublin St. James’ Gate Brewery Tramways Bill ; Gateshead 
and District Tramways Bill ; Gravesend Gas Bill ; Great Northern Railway 
Bill; Horley District Gas Bill; Leatherhead Gas Bill; London, Tilbury, 


and Southend Railway Bill; South Metropolitan Gas Bill; Wells Water 


Bill ; read a second time, and committed 


PETITIONN. 

ELEMENTARY Epvcation (Hicuer Grape AND EVENING CONTINUATION 
SCHOOLS).—Petitions for alteration of Law, from Bromley ; Reading ; Sun- 
derland ; Gravesend ; Hebden Bridge ; Halifax ; Plymouth ; Burslem ; 
Holyhead ; Normanby ; and Ashton-under-Lyne ; to lie upon the Table 


Poor LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION Act, 1896.—Petitions for alteration 
of Law, from Levenshulme ; Hammersmith ; Coventry ; and Barton 
Regis ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour 


from Manchester; Doncaster; York ; West Ham ; Temperance Union 
of the Society of Friends ; Glasgow (two) ; Greenock ; Millom ; and Drif- 
field; to lie upon the Table 


SALE oF Lyroxicatinc Lievors TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND)  BILL.— 


Petitions in favour, from Greenock ; Ayr; and Fraserburgh ; to lie 
upon the Table oe 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
()UEEN ANNE'S Bounty.—Copy presented, of Annual Reports and Accounts 


of the Governors for the year 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table " i re - ‘si és = ‘si ss om 


Civi. Services aNd Revenve DepartTMENTS (EXCESSES), 1899-—1900,—Copy 
presented, of Statement of the Sum required to be voted in order to make 
good Excesses on certain Grants for the year ended on the 31st March, 

1900 [by Command]; Referred to the Committee of Supply, and to be 
printed. [No.77.]  .. bY i oa is oe = ne ie 


SUSPENSION OF MeMBersS (STH MARCH) : 


Question : Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 
Ruling: Mr. Speaker... 
Question : Wr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 

Ruling : Mr. Speaker me ¥ es ee 
The First Lord of the Treasury ( Mr. . J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 
Mr. Dillon .. Ke ss & oi es 
Mr. John Redm« md 
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Police Superannuation (Scotland) Bill [Seconp Reavine],-—Order for 
Second Reading read. 
Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk Burghs) 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 


Motion made and Question proposed, * That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) .. 
Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) 
Mr. John Dewar (Lnverness-shire) — . 

Sir Walter Thorburn (Peebles and Selk ik. 
Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick Burghs) LR an 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Rateahive) 
Sir Lewis M*Iver (Edinburgh, W.) 

Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire, W.) 

Mr. Wallace (Perth) ‘ 

Mr. Wylie (Du mbartonshire) oa 

Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) . 

Mr. A. Graham Murray ; : 
Mr. Heywood Johnstone (Susser, Hy wale am) 
Mr. Alecander Cross (Glasgow, Camlachie).. 


-- 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time 
Mr. John Wilson 
Mr. Caldwell 


Bill committed to a Select Committee. 


Compensation for Damage to Crops, etc., Bill [Seconp Reapine].— 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. Hudson (Hertfordshire, Hitchin) 


oe 


Motion made, and Question proposed, * That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) 
Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith *Burghs) 
Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) 
Mr. Stuart-Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) 
Sir BE. Durning-Lawrence (Cornwall, Truro) 
Mr. Bell (Derhy) , i 
Mr. V teary (fibhs (Hertfords kine: Nf. Aaa 
Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby) 
Colonel Milward (Warwickshire, Stratford-upon- Ae von) 
Mr. Perks (Lincolnshire Louth) oe aE 
Mr. Bryce (2 therdeen, S | 
Sir John Stirling-Maxwell (G Yasgow College) 
Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, 8.) 
Mr. Jackson (Leeds, N.) ' 
The President of the Board of Trade (. Ur. Gerald Balfour, Leeds ( lentral) 
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Mr. Jeffreys rose in his place and moved that “ Question be now put.” 
(Juestion, * That the Question be now put,” put. and agreed to. 
Question put accordingly, “ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
The House divided :—Avyes. 307: Noes, 80. (Division List No. 40.) 
Bill read a second time, and committed tor To-morrow. 


University oF Wares (Graptcates).— Bill to extend the privileges of the 
Graduates of the University of Wales. ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Brynmor Jones. Mr. Alfred Thomas. Mr. Humphreys-Owen, Mr. Kenyon. 
and Colonel Prvce-Jones. 


University of Wales (Graduates) Bill —* ‘To extend the privileges of 
the Graduates of the University of Wales.” presented accordingly, and 
read the first time: to be read a second time upon Wednesday next. and 
to be printed. | Bill 88. ] 


Pustic AccouNTs CoMMITTEE.—First Report brought up, and read ; report 
to lie upon the Table. and to be printed. | No. s.] 

Pusiie Petitions ComMiTree.—First Report brought up and read ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE :— 
Mr. A. J. Balfour on ‘iis ss = = a ois 


Adjourned at five minutes before Six of the Clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, Tru MARCH, 1901. 


TOOK THE Oatu.—The Lord Forbes took the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :—Freshwater, Yarmouth. and Newport Railway [u.v.|; Alfreton 
Gas [HL]: Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 1) [ELL] ; 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 2) [H.L.]; Easton 
and Church Hope Railway [ri]; Lynton and Barnstaple Railway [u.L. |. 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table “ 


Bethlem Hospital Bill {1.L.}; Bridewell Hospital Bill [H.1.]; Christ’s 
Hlospital (London) Bill [iL]; St. Bartholomew’s Hospital Bill [1.1.]. 
Reports of His Majesty's Attorney General received, and ordered to lie on 
the Table .. 


STANDING Orders CoMMITTEE.—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the following Bills ought to be dispensed with, 
and the Bills allowed to proceed :—Cowes Ferry [H.L.]; Mersey Docks 
and Harbour Board (Canada Dock Works, ete.) [H.L.] ; Sutton-in-Ashfield 
Urban District (Water) [u.L.]; Dover Gas [u.L.} 
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That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the Birmingham 
City Tramways Bill [u.L.] ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill 
allowed to proceed, provided that the powers to construct ‘Tramways 
Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 be struck out of the Bill unless the consent of the 
local and road authorities shall be proved before the Committee on 


the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the Harrogate 
Corporation Bill [u.L.] ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill allowed 
to proceed, provided that Clause 7 be struck out of the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with ‘1 respect of the Brompton 
and Piccadilly Circus Railway (Extensions) Bill [H.L.] ought to be dis- 
pensed with, and the Bill allowed to proceed, provided that Railways 
Nos. 2, 3. 4. 5. 6. and 7 be struck out of the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the Chester 
Corporation Tramways Bill [H.L.] ought to be dispensed with, and 
the Bill allowed to proceed, provided that Tramways Nos. 1, 2, and 
so much of Tramway No. 6 as lies bevond the city boundary. be struck 
out of the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the South Western 
and Isle of Wight Junction Railway Bill [HL | ought to be dispensed 
with, and the Bill allowed to proceed, provided that Clauses 6, 11, 
56, 57, 58, and 59 be struck out of the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the Wigan 
Corporation Tramways Bill [H.L.] ought to be dispensed with, and 
the Bill allowed to proceed, provided that Tramway No. 2 be struck 
out of the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the Tyneside 
Tramways and Tramroads Bill [H.L.| ought to be dispensed with, and 
the Bill allowed to proceed, provided that Tramway No. 3 be struck 
out of the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the South 
Lancashire Tramways Bill [H.L.] ought to be dispensed with, and the 
Bill allowed to proceed, provided that Tramways Nos. 7 and & be 
struck out of the Bill. 


Read, and agreed to 


Bristol, Clifton, and West of England Zoological Society Bill 
[u.L.]; Weston-super-Mare Gas Bill [an]: Wisbech Water Bill [1.L.] ; 
Omagh Gas Bill [ut]: Royal Exchange Assurance Bill |u.L.]; Faversham 
Water Bill [u.L.]; Sheftield District Railway Bill [H.L.]; Cardiff Railway 
Bill [1.1.]; Nitrate Railways Company Bill [L.]. Read la 


Lonpon UnperGrounp Rattways.—Message from the Commons that they 
concur in the Resolution of this House, ordered to be communicated to 
them on Monday last on the subject of London Underground Railways 
as desired by this House 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC 


Cua, No. 2 (1901).—Despatch from His Majesty’s Ambassador at St. Peters- 
burg respecting the Russo-Chinese Agreement as te Manchuria 
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QubeEN ANNE'S Bounty.—Annual Report and Accounts of the Governors for 


year ended 31st December, 1900 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Factory AND WorKSHOP (PARTICULARS OF PIECE-WORK WAGES: PEN-MAKING). 
Order made by the Secretary of State for the Home Department, dated 
12th July, 1900, applying with modifications, the provisions of Section 40 
of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1895, to factories and workshops in 
which is carried on the making of pens. Laid before the House (pursuant 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Public Libraries Bill [1.1.|.—A Bill to amend the Acts relating to public 
libraries, museums, and gymnasiums, and to regulate the liability of 
managers of libraries to proceedings for libel—was presented by the Lord 
Windsor ; reid la; and to be printed. (No. 16.) 


Order of the Day for the Second 





Cremation Bill [1...|—{Secoxp Reaping]. 
Reading read. 


Lord Monksiell 
Moved, * That the Bill be now read 2a.°—(Lord Monkswell.) 
Lord Bel per 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2a accordingly, and committed to a 


Committee of the whole House on Monday next. 


Tue British Post OFFICE AT SALONIKA :— 


Discussion :— 
Lord Newton : 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of 
Lansdow ne) 


The Postmaster General (The Marquess of Londonderry). . 


House adjourned at ten minutes before Five of the clock 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: ‘THURSDAY, 7rH MARCH, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
City of London (Spitalfields Market) Bill (By Orprr).—Order for Second 


Reading read. 


Mr. Gray (West Ham, N.) 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 
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Dublin (Equalisation of Rates) Bill (By Orprr).—Order for Second 
Reading read. 
Motion made, and (Question proposed— 
“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) .. 
Mr. Harrington (Dublin Harbour) 
(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 


London Riverside Fish Markets Bill (By Orper).—Order for Second 
Reading read. 


Motion made, and (Question proposed— 
“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Mr. Lough 
Mr. Gray 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time and committed. 


Thames Lightermen Bill (By Orprr).—Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. Alban Gibbs (London) 


Motion made and Question proposed— 


“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) on ore a3 i ae Be we oe ae 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Bill withdrawn. 


PrivATE BILLs (STANDING ORDER 63 ComPLieD WitH).—Mr, Speaker laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That. in the case of the following Bill. referred on the First 
Reading thereof, Standing Order No. 63 has been complied with, viz. :— 
Metropolitan Electric Supply Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time ee oe we . ss 


Dublin Corporation (Markets, etc.) Bill (By Orprr); London County 
Council (Spitalfields Markets) Bill (By Order); Shipley Improvement 
Bill (By Order). Read a second time, and committed 


PAISLEY GAS PROVISIONAL OrpER.—Bill to confirm a Provisional Order under 
the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1892, relating to Paisley, ordered to be 
brought in by The Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland. 


Paisley Gas Provisional Order Bill.—‘“'To confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1892, relating to Paisley,” pre- 
sented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 89.] .. 
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SELECTION OF MEMBERS FOR SERVICE ON PRIVATE BILL CoMMITTEES—EQUAL 
TREATMENT :— 
780 


Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) 
Motion made and Question proposed— 


“That it be an Instruction to the Committee that, in selecting 
Members to serve on Committees for the consideration of Private Bills, 
exemption shall not be granted to any Member on the ground of his 
private profession, business, or avocation, and all Members shall receive 
equal treatment and consideration.” —(Mr. D. A. Thomas.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Halsey (Hertfordshire, Watford) .. ee ss x i se: 
Mr. Flynn (Cork County, N.) .. © $3 - - = RS 
Captain Norton (Newington, W.) 7 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 130; Noes, 282. (Division List No. 41.) 
Lonpon Unpercrounp Raitways.—Lords Message [5th March], communi- 


cating a Resolution relative to the appointment of a Joint Committee 
on London Underground Railways, considered. 


The Chairman of Ways and Means (Mr. J. W. Lowther, Cumberland, 


Penrith) .. = 786 
Motion made and Question proposed— 
“That this House doth agree with the Lords in the said Resolu- 
tion.”—(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 787 
Mr. J. W. Lowther 787 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Message to the Lords to acquaint them therewith.—(The Chairman of 
Ways and Means.) 
PETITIONS. 
Cuurcn DiscipLine.—Petition from Dorking, for alteration of Law ; to lie 
upon the Table .. os ng Xs .. 188 
ELEMENTARY EpucaTion (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 
—Petition from Salford, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Driffield ; Greenock (three); Ratcliffe; Kirton-in-Lindsey ; Scotter ; 
Whiteinch ; Falkirk ; Cranstonhill ; and Lewisham; to lie upon the 
Table sis ~. ¥Ss 
Sate oF InroxicaTinc Liquors TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND)  BILL.— 
Petition from Blairgowrie, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 788 
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[AKING).—Copy presented, of Order of the Secretary of State, dated 12th 
uly, 1900, applying, with modifications, the provisions of Section 40 of 
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which is carried on the making of Pens [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 788 
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900 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table.. a - cr xe 608 


CHINA (No. 2 1900).—Copy presented, ot Despatch from His Majesty’s Am- 
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InpDIAN FAMINE CoMMIssion.—Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ; 

Answer, Lord G. Hamilton .. 801 
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Swine Fever.—Question, Mr. George White (Norfolk, N.W.); Answer, Mr. 
Long Ss - : 


ELECTION PeTITIONS.—Question, Mr. J. E. Gordon; Answer, The Attorney 
General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 


Exectric Raimway—Suprosep Risk to ALBERT MEMORIAL, Etc.—Question, 
Sir Francis Powell (Wigan); Answer, The First Commissioner of Works 
(Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) 


INFERIOR CEYLON Treas.—Question, Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, 
E.); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 


REGISTERED LETTERS—COMPENSATION.—Question, Mr. Thornton (Clapham) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


MANCHESTER TELEPHONE OPERATORS.—Question, Mr. Schwann ; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain 


PosTaL TELEGRAPH CLERKS’ AssoclaTion.—Question, Captain Norton (New 
ington, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Inrectious Disease at Soutru Uist.—Question, Mr. John Dewar (Inverness) ; 
Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire).. 


TREATMENT OF PAaUPER CHILDREN IN TRELAND.—Question, Mr. Daly (Mona 
ghan, N.): Answer, The Chief Seeretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham. 
Dover) 


RoscomMON ScHooL TEACHERS Fres.—Question, Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, 
S.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Live Srock IN County MoNnaGuan.—Question, Mr. Daly; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 


Ursrer Winter Assizes.—Question, Mr. John Campbell (Armagh, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


LouGH NEAGH.—Question, Mr. Samuel Young (Cavan, E.): Answer, Mr. 


Wyndham 


Irish MAYORS AND THE COMMISSIONS OF AssizE.—Question, Mr. John Redmond 
mond (Waterford, W.) ; Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. 
Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


KILLARNEY LAKES.—Question, Mr, Murphy (Kerry, E.); Answer, Mr. At- 
kinson . 


ARMAGH Macistracy,--Question, Mr. John Campbell ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IRISH SCHOOL INSPECTORS. (iuestion, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell (Kerry, W.) : 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


ee 


GLIN INDUSTRIAL ScHOOL.—Question, Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
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Birk AND PorTUMNA RAILWAY.—Question, Mr. Roche (Galway, E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham re - ee 


LONGFORD SPRING Assizes.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham . 


Unitep Irish LeaGue AT BALLINALEE.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham - , i 


TENANCY OF IRISH GRAZING TRACTS.—Question, Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 7 - 7” as 


IRISH LANGUAGE IN IRISH SCHOOLS.—Questions, Mr. ‘Thomas O’Donnell and 
Mr. John Redmond ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


DuBLIN PosTAL STAFF.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain 


IRISH GOVERNMENT PRINTING.—Question, Mr. Kennedy (Westmeath, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


‘Tue Roya DECLARATION AGAINST ROMAN CaATHOLICISM.—Questions, Colonel 
Nolan and Mr, O’Shaughnessy ; Answer, Mr, A. J. Balfour 


= 


THe New CormnaGe.—Question, Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) ; 


Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour , 


ELecTtoRAL ANOMALIES—IRISH REPRESENTATION.—Questions, Mr. Louis Sin- 
clair and Mr. Flynn (Cork, County, N.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


RoyaL VIsIr TO THE COLONIES—SuGGESTED Visit TO INDIA.—Question, Sir 
Mancherjee Bhownaggree ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 


Business oF THE House.—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman ; Answer, 


Mr, A. J, Balfour 


SUSPENSION OF MempBers (5TH Marcu)—PoLice IN THE House.—Question, 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, Mr. Speaker 5 e Gi rv 


Tue Cask or Mr. JorpAN.—Mr. Speaker informed the House that he received 
a letter from the hon. Member for South Fermanagh (Mr. Jordan), which 
he read to the House. 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, L.) 
Colonel Nolan (Galway, N.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Order of the House made on Tuesday, the 5th day of 
March, suspending twelve Members from the service of the House, be 
rescinded so far as it applies to Mr. Jordan.” —(Mr. Dillon.) 


The Chairman of Committees (Mr. J. W. Lowther, Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) 7 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Question put, and agreed to. 
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Sirrincs or THE House (EXEMPTION FROM THE STANDING Orpett).— Motion 
made, and Question put, “ That the Proceedings on the Amendment of 
Standing Order No. 21, if under discussion at Twelve o'clock this night, 
be not interrupted under the Standing Order, Sittings of the House. 


—(Mr. A, J. Balfour.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 304; Noes, 181, (Division List No. 42.) 


NEW BILL. 


Trout Fisninc ANNUAL CLosg Time (ScotiaNnp).—Bill to provide an Annual 
Close Time of Trout Fishing in Scotland, ordered to be brought in by 
The Lord Advocate, Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland and Mr. Anstruther. 


Trout Fishing Annual Close Time (Scotland) Bill—‘“ To provide 
an Annual Close Time for Trout Fishing in Scotland,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second time upen Monday next, and to be 


printed. [Bill 90.] Sto 

BurIAL GROUNDS (SCOTLAND) .— Bill for the better regulation of Burial Grounds 
in Scotland, ordered to be brought in by The Lord Advocate, Mr. Solicitor 
General for Scotland, and Mr. Anstruther. 

Burial Grounds (Scotland) Bill.—“ For the better regulation of Burial 
Grounds in Scotland.” presented, and read the first time: to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. { Bill 91. | o .. 843 

AMENDMENT OF STANDING OrbdER No, 21.—Standing Order No. 21 read. 

Mr. A. J. Balfour - 7 3 oa - . re .. 84d 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
* That Standing Order No. 21 be amended by inserting after line 
27, the words, * Provided also, That if any Member, or Members acting 
jointly, who have been suspended under this Order from the service of 
the House, shall refuse to obey the direction of the Speaker, the Speaker 
shall call the attention of the House to the facet that recourse to force is 
necessary in order to compel obedience to his direction, and the Member 
or Members who have refused to obey his direction shall thereupon, and 
without further Question put. be suspended from the service of the 
House during the remainder of the session.” —(Wr. A. J. Balfour.) 
(Juestion proposed, * That those words be there inserted in Standing Order 
No. 21.” 
Discussion :— 
Sir HI. Camphell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) - <4 .. 848 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) = J ss sa 7 .. 895 
Mr. A. J. Balfour Ss — ia a js ‘ - .. 862 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rusheliffe) = - - .. 868 
Sir 2. Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, Keclesall) se zs a O12 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) Lo oh, ee = . eg 2 be 
Mr. Markham ( Voltinghamsh ire. Mansfield) : : . 877 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present. Llouse 
counted, and forty Members being found present 


Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) Be ae fs ss ne + CAO 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) - 5 "a “ eo . «B82 
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Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 
‘In line 1, to leave out the words ‘ or Members acting jointly.’ ” 
—(Mr, Dillon.) 


(Juestion proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the proposed Amendment.” 


Pa 


Discussion :— 


The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) .. .. 893 
Mr. Harrington (Dublin, Harbour) .. r ss - ‘Ss .. 893 
Mr. 9 (Islington, W.) ~ ne - ‘a 3 Re .. 894 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman ‘3 $s - a $3 .. &95 
Mr. Blake (Longford, S.) Vas = ee .. as ., 895 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) : ~ er .. = &96 
Sir Henry Fowler (W olverha mpton, E.) S97 
Mr. Cripps (La “e's Stretford) ae wis - . &98 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, re 3 ts Se a of . 898 
Mr. Dalziel ‘ta hoaidy Burghs) 3 2 - 3 .. 899 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. we se ae eed Pale s .. S00 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.) ee i be oe i: ey .. 902 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) .. is a ae * Se = .- 903 
Mr. Duke (Plymouth) — .. m7 &s oe es ” is .. 903 
Mr. Harwood (Bolton) .. ars ar a ws i oe . 904 
Mr. Kimber (Wandsworth) os ‘ie ie ae oe Se .. 904 
Mr. Wallace (Perth) Be a = Ss a Ss a .. 905 
Mr. A. ye emai pa ae we Bas ae a F 905 
Mr. Channing (Nor thamptonshire, I.) ee a - ) .. 905 
Amendment to the proposed Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment 
“In the third line after the word ‘Speaker’ that occurs first, to 
insert the following words, ‘when severaly summoned under the 
Speaker's Orders by the Serjeant-at-Arms to obey such direction.” 
(Sir Robert Finlay.) 
Amendment to the proposed Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. Blake eis Ae i a sre = ss si .. 906 
Mr. Dillon ae m3 - oP me a a ie =< - SOn 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment, as amended— 
‘In line 6, to leave out from the word ‘ thereupon’ to the end of 
the proposed Amendment, as amended, in order to add the words, * be 
suspended from the service of the House for such period as the House 
may determine.” —(.Vr. Dillon.) 
Question proposed 
‘That the words ‘and without further Question put’ stand part 
of the proposed Amendment, as amended.” 
Mr. A. J. Balfour “7 % = re - #6 as «- 906 
Mr. Blake es a ae 
Mr. Stuart W oriies y ( (Sheffiel f Hallam) ay i oe axe .. 909 
Vr. Vicary Gibbs (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) ee br as ~ 30 


(Juestion put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 413; Noes, 79. (Division List No. 45.) 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Green wich) .. es es me a a 3, “ORD 
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Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“Tn line 6, after the word ‘ put,’ toinsert the words * shall be com- 
mitted to prison until the further order of the House, and shall’ ’”— 


(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 


Question proposed— 


“That those words be there inserted in the proposed Amendment, 


Ss amended.’ 
Mr. A. J. Balfour be - = 
Mr. Atherle y Jones (Durham, N. W.) a 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, EF.) 
Colonel Nolan (Louth, p39 
Mr. Lloyd-George 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liver pool, Scotland) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, nil ; Noes, 426. (Division List No. 44.) 
M res Lahouche re¢ (Northampton) 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment, as amended— 


‘In line 7, to leave out the words ‘during the remainder of the 
session,’ in order to add the words ‘for two months.’ "—(Mr. Labou 


chere.) 


Question proposed 


‘That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the proposed 


Amendment, as amended.” 


Mr. A. Ph Balfour 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor ; 

Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) 

Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) 


Motion made and Question proposed— 
‘That the debate be now adjourned. —( Mr. Caine.) 


Mr. Lough ~ 

Mr. Broadhurst : 

Mr. O'Mara (K ilkenny, 8 

Mr. Tully (Leitrim. 8S.) 

Mr. Sydney Buxton ( Tower Hamlets, Poplar) 
Mr. Dalziel sf : es ; 

Mr. John Redmond : eS as a 

Sir uy Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) .. 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 

Mr. Lioyd George : 

Sir H. ¢ ‘am phell- Bann nerman 

Mr. Power (Waterford, E. 

Mr. Black (Ba nff sh ire) 

Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) 

Mr. I ‘Lyn n ‘ 

Mr. Boland (Kerry NS.) =f 2 Ae 
Mr. Hl. J. Wilso (V ork: hive, WR. Holm firth) 
Mr. Sl Donnat (Werry, W.) =f 
Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) 

Mr. Joyce (Limerick) 

Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil). 
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Mr. Duffy (Galway, 8.) 

Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) 

Mr. William Redmond 25 
Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, 8.) .. 
Sir H, Camphell-Bannerman 
Mr, Lambton (Durham, S.E.) 
Mr. a iB ae Farrell (Longford, N.) 


Question put, ‘ That the Question be now put.” 


The House divided : Ayes, 233: Noes, 117. (Division List No. 45 


~ 


(uestion put accordingly, * That the Debate be now adjourned.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 119 ; Noes, 231. (Division List No. 46.) 


Amendment again proposed 
“In line 7, to leave out the words ‘during the remainder of the 
session, and add the words * for two months.’ ” 
Question again proposed 
* That the words * during the remainder of the session * stand part 
of the proposed Amendment, as amended.” 
Mr. J. P. Farrell 
Mr. Tully ee a of ee ae ev 
Mr. A, J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the (Juestion 
he now put,”’ 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided ;—Ayes, 219; Noes, 105. (Division List No. 47.) 


(Question put accordingly, “That the words * during the remainder of the 
session ’ stand part of the proposed Amendment, as amended.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 224 ; Noes, 97. (Division List No. 48.) 
Mr. A. J. Balfour claimed, “ That the Main Question be now put.” 


Main Question put accordingly, “That the Amendment, as amended, be 
there inserted in Standing Order No. 21.” 


The House divided :—Avyes, 264; Noes, 51. (Division List No. 49.) 


Ordered, That if any Member, or Members acting jointly, who have been 
suspended under this Order from the service of the House, shall refuse 
to obey the direction of the Speaker, when severally summoned under 
the Speaker's orders by the Serjeant at-Arms to obev such direction, 
the Speaker shall call the attention of the House to the faet that 
recourse to force is necessary in order to compel obedience to his direc 
tion, and the Member or Members named by him as having refused 
to obey his direction shall thereupon, and without further Question 
put, be suspended from the service of the House during the remainder 
of the session. 

Compensation for Damage to Crops, etc., Bill. Considered in Com 


mittee 
(In the Committee. ) 


Clause 1. 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Wednesday, lth June .. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes betore Six of the clock, a.m. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 8TH MARCH, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :—Milford Docks [1.1.]; Harpenden District Gas [H.L.] ; Cork, 
Blackrock, and Passage Railway [u.t.]; Otley Gas [ HLL. |]. 


Also the Certificate that no Standing Orders are applicable to the following Bill : 
- Berwickshire County Town [H.1. ]. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Arlesey Gas Bill [11.1.|: Belfast Harbour Bill [1.1.]; Folkestone Corpora- 
tion Bill [tn]; Henry Diaper and Company (Delivery Warrants) Bill 
[W.t.): Oakham Water Bill [u..]. Committed 


Aspatria, Silloth, and District Water Bill [1...]; Barrow-in- 
Furness Corporation Bill [u.1.]; Bolton Corporation Bill [H-L.| ; Bourne- 
mouth Corporation Bill [u.1.]; Bristol Corporation Cemetery Bill [H.1.] ; 
Bristol Corporation (Docks and Railways, Ete.) Bill [H.1.]; Broadstairs 
and St. Peter’s Water and Improvement Bill [H.1.] ; Chesterfield Improve- 
ment Bill [u.t.]; Dover Corporation Bill [u.u.]; Dover Harbour Bill 
[it.|; Handsworth Urban District Council Bill [4.1.]; Harrogate Water 
Bill [iu.]; Heywood and Middleton Water Board-Bill [4.1.]; Islington 
and Euston Railway Bill fi1.]: King’s Norton and Northfield Urban 
District Tramways Bill [u.1.]; Leeds Corporation (General Powers) Bill] 
[it.}: Leeds Corporation Water Bill [u...]; Llanelly Harbour Bill [1-1.] ; 
Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill [H.L.]; Manchester 
Corporation Bill [ut]; Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill [H.L.]; 
North-East London Railway Bill [4.1.]; Piccadilly and City Railway Bill 
fin.]: Poultonte-Flyde Gas Bill[t141..]; Prestatvn Water Bill [#.1.]; Ripon 
Corporation Bill [1.t.]; Rugby Water and Improvement Bill [H.1.]; Sal- 
ford Corporation Bill [1...]; Sheffield Corporation Bill [1.1.]; Shields 
Bridge Bill [1n1.]: Smethwick Corporation Bill [1.1]; Southport Water 
(Transfer) Bill [i]; Stockport Corporation Water Bill [1.1.] ; Stratton 
and Bude Improvement Bill fit.); Warkworth Harbour Sil | nL. |. 
Committed. The- Committees to he proposed by the Committee of Selec- 
tion 


Elland Gas Bill [1.1.]; Albion Steam Coal Company Bill [H.1.]; Fresh- 
water, Yarmouth, and Newport Railway Bill [u.1.]. Read 2" ~ 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


Trade Reports.—Annual Series, No. 2,559. Italy (Finances for the year 
1900-1901) 


Boxrp or AGriecircreE—Annual Reports of proceedings for the year 100, 
under the Tithe Acts, the Copyhold Act, 1894, the Inclosure Acts, the 
Metropolitan Commons Acts, the Drainage and Improvement of Land 
Acts, the Universities and College Estates Acts, 1858-1898, the Glebe 
Lands Act, 1888, ete., ete. 


Presented (bv Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 
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MEMBERS OF THE House oF Lorps IN Recerpr oF PuBLic Monry.—Return 


showing the names of present Members of the House of Lords who are 
in receipt of public money from any public source, whether in the 


form of salary, pay, pension, or allowance of any kind, or who have re- 
ceived commutation in respect thereof under the Commutation Acts ; the 
amount they receive or have commuted, with the amount of the commu- 
tation money ; and the name of the office or nature of the service for 
which the money is or has been paid: Ordered to be laid before the 


House—(The Lord Monksvwell) 
PETITION. 


EpucaTIon.—Petition for amendment of the regulations with regard to Higher 
Grade Schools, and the law with regard to Evening Continuation Schools ; 
of the School Board for the county borough of Ipswich ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table 


Tue Housinc PRopLEM—GOVERNMENT Pouicy :— 


Discussion :— 
The Earl of Portsmouth ; 
The Marquess of Northampton 
The Prime Minister and Lord sh Seal ( The Marques Ss of Salist bury) 
Lord Tweedmouth os “ 


House adjourned at half-past Six of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 8tH MARCH, 1901 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private BILLs (STANDING ORDER 62 CompLiep WirH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 


That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, 
Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :—West Surrey Water 


Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


British Gas Light Company Bill; Taff Vale Railway Bill; Tendring 
Hundred Water Bill. Read a second time, and committed 


SELECTION (STANDING ComMiTTrEeEs).—Mr. Halsey reported from the Comittee 
of Selection, That, in pursuance of the provisions of the Private Legislature 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, they had selected the following Fifteen 
Members to form the Parliamentary Panel of Members of this House to 
act as Commissioners :—Mr. Channing, Mr. Colville, Sir Charles Dalrymple, 
Mr. J. E. Gordon, Mr. Charles Hobhouse, Mr. Alfred Hutton, Mr. Brynmor 
Jones, Sir John Kinloch, Mr. A. K. Loyd, Mr. Macartney, Mr. Pym, Mr. 
Renshaw, Mr. A. H. Smith, Sir Walter Thorburn, and Mr. Eugene Wason 


PETITIONS. 
Beer Bitt.—Petitions in favour, from Bassetlaw ; Bewdley; and Welbeck 
to lie upon the Table 


Cuurcu DiscipLine.—Petition from Wolverhampton, for alteration of Law ; to 
lie upon the Table 
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ELEMENTARY Epucation (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 
—Petitions for alteration of Law. from Swansea ; Blackpool ; and Glus- 
burn; to lie upon the Table - = 


ParuiAMeNtT (KING'S DecLARATION).—Petition from Clackmannan, for altera- 
tion of Law; to lie upon the Table 


Poor LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION Act, 1896.—Petitions for alteration of 
Law, from Macclesfield ; and Sheerness and Minster ; to lie upon the Table 
e 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LiQguors ON SUNDAY BiLL.—Petitions in favour, 
from Reigate : and Bideford : to lie upon the Table 


SaLE OF InroxicatrsG Lievors TO CHILDREN BiLL.—Petitions in favour, 


Stepney Green; Brixton; Durham: Bridlington; Bideford; and 
Greenock ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) Bitt.—Petitions 
in favour, from Greenock ; Gourock (five); Ashton; and Johnstone ; to 
lie upon the Table 


mendation signified), for grant in aid ; referred to the Committee of Supply 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Unrunpep Dept.—Return presented, relative thereto | ordered 5th March ; 
Sir Edgar Vincent]: to lie upon the Table 
Boarp OF AGRICULTURE.—Copy presented, of Annual Report of Proceedings 
PY } } g 
under the Tithe Acts. Copyhold Act, 1894, Inclosure Acts, and other Acts 
Pp} 
for the vear L900 by Command | : to lie upon the Table 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—-Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Annual Series, No. 2559 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Navy (Water-Tuse BorLers) (CoMMITTEE).—Copy presented, of Interim Report 
ot the Committee appointed by the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty 
to consider certain questions respecting modern Boilers for Naval purposes 
| by Command | ; to lie upon the Tabl 


REVENUE (COLLECTION OF ‘TAXES).—Return ordered, “ showing tor each of the 
three Kingdoms (1) the amount charged for Income Tax, Land Tax, and 
Inhabited House Duty for the financial years 1898, 1899, and 1900 ; and 
(2) the amounts and percentage of same collected in each country by the 
31st day of January and the 28th day of February, respectively, in each 
of the said years. (Vr. M'Crae) 


British Museum.— Return ordered, * of Account of the Income and Expendi- 
ture of the British Museum (Special Trust Funds) for the year ending the 
3ist day of March, 1901 ; and Return of the number of Persons admitted 
to visit the Museum and the British Museum (Natural Llistory) in each 
year from 1895 to 1900, both years inclusive ; together with a Statement 
of the progress made in the arrangement and description of the Collee- 
tions, and an account of Objects added to them in the year 1900.°—(Mr. 
John Morley.) ..  .. “ = bis - vs ‘e és rv 


from Aberdeen (three) ; York (two); Largs: Carlisle (four) ; Plymouth ; 


3RITISH Museum. Petition of the Trustees of the British Museum (King s Recom 
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QUESTIONS. 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—NUMBER OF BoER PRISONERS.—(Question, Captain Bagot 
(Wetsmoreland, Kendal) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


CAMPS OF CONCENTRATION—Question, Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghmashire, 
Rushcliffe) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ne ee kes a es ts 


Civit APPOINTMENTS IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, Mr. John Ellis ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick 


St. JoHN AMBULANCE BRIGADE—WAR GRATUITIES.—Question, Sir Frederick 
Milner (Nottinghamshire, Bassetlaw) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


SoLDIERS’ UNCLAIMED BALANCES.—Question, Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ; Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, 
Westhoughton) oe 


Sotprers’ Kits—Lossks ON ACTIVE SERVICE.—(Question, Mr. Mansfield (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


PROVISION FOR INVALIDED SOLDIERS.—Question. Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, 
Loughborough); Answer, Lord Stanley 


War OFFICE MESSENGERS.—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W.) 
Answer, Lord Stanley sis 


CHINA EXPEDITION—PAY OF OFFICERS.—Question, Mr. Age-Gardner ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick re 

ILLEGAL TRAWLING—ReEports By COASTGUARDMEN.—Question, Mr. Cathcart 
Wason (Orkney and Shetland) ; Answer, The Civil Lord of the Admiralty 
(Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridge) 


University COLLEGES AND STATE GRANTS.—Questions, Sir Francis Powell 
(Wigan) and Mr. Palmer (Salisbury) ; Answer, ‘The Chancellor of the 
ixchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 

Tue New Corvace.—Question, Mr. Evelyn Cecil (Aston Manor) ; Answer, Sir 
M. Hicks Beach 

FACTORIES AND WorksHops—INspecror’s ANNUAL ReporT.—Question, Sir 
Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, he Secretary 
of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 

Farauity at Hooton’s Facrory, NorrinGHAM.—Question, Mr. Tennant (Ber- 
wickshire) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie 

Merropouitan Pontce at Devonport DockyarD.—‘Question, Mr. Kearley ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie 

Pure Brer.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmarthen Boroughs) ; Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


Eventna Scuoor Cope Limir.—Question, Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ; Answer, The 
Vice-President of the Board of Education (Sir John Gorst, Cambridge 
University) 

VICTORIA AND ALBERT MUsEUM—DUKE OF SAXE-CoBURG’S COLLECTION.—Ques- 

tion, Sir Manchergee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.) ; Answer, Sir 

J. Gorst “a x re wf Se ‘s os “< “g ais 
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LLANELLY CROWN LANDS—BELGIAN ENTERPRISE.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies ; 


Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) 


LONDON AND Paris MAIL—Question, Captain Norton; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain 


IRELAND —CoNGESTED Districts Boarp.—Question, Mr. John O'Donnell 
(Mayo, 8.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, 
Dover) ae : ‘ 

PoLice MALPRACTICES AT MULLOUGH.—-Question, Major Jameson (Clare, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

TRacTION ENGINE TRAFFIC ON BALLYMENA Roap.—Question. Mr. Samuel 
Young (Cavan, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham Pa 

Wicktow County CounciL FInance.—Question, Mr. Cogan (Wicklow, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham : v ; 

LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN CAsHEL UntIon.—Question, Mr. Kendal O’Brien 
(Tipperary, Mid); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

IrisH NATIONAL ScHooL ReEQUISITES.—Question, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell 
(Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

IRISH EMIGRATION.—Questions, Mr. John O'Donnell and Mr. John Redmond 
(Waterford) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 

SHILLELAGH UNION—CHARGES AGAINST NURSE JOYCE.—Question, Mr. James 
O'Connor (Wicklow, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


CHARGES AGAINST Dr. BoLstTer.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham : 


GorTIN MAGISTERIAL BencH.—Question, Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 


Horse Breepine In County Cork.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 


CLOGHERHEAD PosTaAL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question. Mr, Nolan (Louth, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) RETURNS.—Question, Mr. Archdale (Fermanagh, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Meatu County Councin—Crepir BaLances.—Question, Mr. Kennedy (West- 
meath, N.); Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach 

CLoNes Post OFFICE—STAFF ACCOMMODATION.— Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 
S.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

MEDICAL ATTENDANCE FOR THE CLONES PosTAL STAFF.—Question, Mr. Daly ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Irish LANGUAGE IN THE Post OFFice.—Question, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Lonpon Britis IN PARLIAMENT—OpposiTION BY METROPOLITAN BorouGcH 
CounciLs.—Question, Mr. Boulnois (Marylebone, E.) ; Answer, The Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) 


I *Uge 


1034 


1035 


1036 
1036 
1037 
1038 
L089 
1039 
1040 
1040 
1041 
1042 
L045 
1045 
1048 
1044 
1045 
1045 


1046 


1046 








Mai 
Bus 


Vot 


Div) 


Por 


STA) 


ye 


4 


vo 
0 


6 


39) 


10) 


10) 


46 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. Ixxxi 
March 8.] Page 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE—ARMY AND Navy VoTES.—Question, General Laurie 
(Pembroke and Haverfordwest) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury 


(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) — .. ‘5 ie ms - .. 1046 


Vote oN AccouNT.—Question, Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) ; Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour... ee os ae me 3 = ih 6 .. 1047 


Division REGULATIONS.—Questions. Mr. Plummer (Neweastle-on-Tyne), Mr. 
Edmund Robertson (Dundee), Mr. Lough (Islington. W.), and Mr. Cald- 


well ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour and Mr. Speaker . 1047 
PoINT OF PRACTICE—CAPTAIN DONELAN’S SUSPENSION (STH Marcu)— EFFECT 

OF SUSPENSION ON MEMBERS PRIORITY FOR MOTIONS AND BILLS.—Questions, 

Mr. Dillon and Mr. John Redmond ; Ruling, Mr. Speaker .. fp .. 1048 


STANDING COMMITTEES :— 

Mr. Halsey reported from the Committee of Selection, That they had 
nominated the following Members to serve on the Standing Com- 
mittee for the consideration of all Bills relating to Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manufacture :—Mr. Attorney 
General, Mr. Baird, Mr. Baldwin, Mr. Gerald Balfour, Mr. Beckett, 
Mr. Boland, Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Burt, Sir Charles 
Cayzer, Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Channing, Mr. Cohen, 
Mr. Jesse Collings, Sir John Colomb, Mr. Cremer, Mr. Crombie, Sir 
Charles Dalrymple, Mr. Daly, Sir Frederick Dixon-Hartland, Mr. 
Doughty, Mr. J. P. Farrell, Sir Robert Penrose-FitzGerald, Sir For- 
tescue Flannery, Sir Henry Fowler, Mr. Galloway, Mr. Harrington, 
Sir Alfred Hickman, Mr. Brodie Hoare, Sir William Hornby, Sir 
William Houldsworth, Major Jameson, Mr. Jeffreys, Sir James Joicey, 
Mr. Kemp, Mr. Lambert, Sir Elliott Lees, Mr. Lloyd-George, Colonel 
Long, Mr. Walter Long, Dr. MacDonnell, Mr. Macartney, Mr. Mather, 
Mr. Charles Morley, Mr. Oldroyd, Mr. Parkes, Mr. Pike Pease, Colonel 
Pilkington, Sir James Rankin, Mr. Renshaw, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. 
Round, Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. Stuart Samuel, Mr. Seton-Karr, Mr. 
Thomas Shaw, Sir Barrington Simeon, Mr. Samuel Smith, Mr. 
Strachey, Mr. Tennant, Mr. Tomlinson, Mr. Tully, Mr. George Whiteley, 
Sir Frederick Wills, Mr. John Wilson (Durham), Mr. John Wilson 
(Falkirk), Mr. Wolff, and Mr. Samuel Young. 

Mr Halsey further reported from the Committee of Selection, That they 
had nominated the following Members to serve on the Standing 
Committee for the consideration of all Bills relating to Law, and 
Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure which may, by Order of the 
House, be committed to such Standing Committee :—The Lord Advo- 
cate, Mr. Asquith, Mr. Atherley-Jones, Mr. Atkinson, Mr. Barlow, 
Mr. Bartley, Mr. Beach, Mr. Butcher, Mr. Carew, Lord Hugh Cecil, 
Mr. Clancy, Mr. Coghill, Mr. Cripps, Sir Savile Crossley, Mr. Bromley- 
Davenport, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Dillon, Mr. Tatton Egerton, Mr. 
Arthur Elliot, Mr. Samuel Evans, Mr. Faber, Sir George Fardell, Mr. 
Flynn, Mr. Vicary Gibbs, Sir Frederick Godson, Mr. Goulding, Mr. 
Graham, Mr. H. D. Greene, Mr. Haldane, Mr. Harwood, Mr. T. M. 
Healy, Mr. James Heath, Mr. Helder, Mr. Hemphill, Mr. Henry Hob- 
house, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Brynmor Jones, Mr. Jordan, Mr. Lees Knowles, 
Mr. W. F. Lawrence, Sir Joseph Leese, Mr. Loder, Mr.A. K. Loyd, 
Mr. Lyttelton, Dr. Macnamara, Mr. MacNeill, Sir Henry Meysey- 
Thompson, Colonel Milward, Mr. Arthur Morton, Mr. Lloyd Morgan, 
Captain Norton, Sir Francis Powell, Colonel Pryce-Jones, Sir Robert 
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Reid, Mr. Rentoul, Mr. Secretary Ritchie, Mr. Bryn Roberts, Mr. 
Parker Smith, Mr. Soames, Mr. Solicitor General, Mr. Ernest Spencer, 
Mr. Stevenson, Sir Benjamin Stone, Mr. Ure, Sir Howard Vincent, 


Mr. Robert Wallace, Mr. Warr, and Sir James Woodhouse. 
Reports to lie upon the Table 


NEW BILL. 


BurtaAL PLaces (EXEMPTION FROM Rates) (SCOTLAND).—Bill to amend the 
Rating Exemptions (Scotland) Act, 1874, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir John Stirling-Maxwell, Mr. Colvile, Sir Lewis M‘Iver, 


and Mr. Eugene Wason. 


Burial Places (Exemption from Rates) (Scotland) Bill.—“To 


amend the Rating Exemptions (Scotland) Act, 1874,” presented accord- 
ingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Thursday 


next, and to be printed. [Bill 92.] 


SUPPLY (Army Estimates).—Order for Committee read. 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) .. 


Motion made and Question proposed— 
“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair.”—(Mr. Prodrick.) 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Resolved, That this House will immediately resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of Supply. —(Mr. Balfour.) 


Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 


1. Motion made and Question proposed, “That a Supplementary 
sum, not exceeding £3,000,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1901, for additional expenditure, due to the War 
in South Africa, in respect of the following Army Services, viz. ; Vote 6. 
Transport and Remounts, £2,000,000 ; Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, and 
other Supplies, £1,000,000—Total, £3,000,000.” 


Discussion :— 

Sir Arthur Hayter (Walsall) 

Colonel Nolan (Galway, i ae 

Mr. Fuller (Wiltshire, Westbury) 

Mr. Kearley (Devonport) 

Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) 

Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N.) .. 

Captain Norton (Newington, W.) .. 

Mr. Ratcliff (Staffordshire, Burton) 

Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) is ms 

The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Sta nley, Lancashire, 
Westhoughton) 2 a = : 

Sir Charles Dilke (G Moucestershire, Forest of Dean) 

Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) 

Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) 
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Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall) .. = se ~~ 1988 
Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present. 
House counted, and forty Members being present— 


Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett  .. + i 5 es - oa Ae 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) a - ms ~» SERG 
Sir J. Blundell Maple (¢ "amberwell, Dulwich) i i sa -. 3598 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) .. 23 m2 - = «- 3299 
Major Bagot (Westmorland, Kendal) .. he ss = «s Seen 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) .. = és ee 4 is - .. 1128 


Motion made and Question proposed— 
“That a reduced sum, not exceeding £2,000,000, be granted for 
for the said Service.” —(Mr. Dillon.) 


Discussion :— 
Lord Stanley... ois ot fs oo: ED 
Mr. Courtney Warner (Staffordshire, L ichfield) ‘ig $6 3 -« ENRS 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) .. ‘es ie e eS 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse .. i ae = sie 7 ie .. 1130 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) .. fe ss Ka be es .. 1131 
Lord Stanley... és i mr a ss ¥% es .. 1132 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 41; Noes, 185. (Division List No. 50.) 
Original Question again proposed. 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 184; Noes, 38. (Division List No. 51.) 
2. £100, Supplementary, Ordnance Factories. 
Mr. A. J. Balfour <4 sis es is ais i .. 1135 
Resolution agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 


Motion made and Question, “ That this House do now adjourn ’—(Mr. 
Balfour)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at half after Eleven of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, lita MARCH, 1901. 


Lorp HenLeyY.—Petition of Frederic Henley, Baron Henley of Chardstock, in 
the Peerage of Ireland, claiming a right to vote at the elections of Represen- 
tative Peers for Ireland ; read, and referred to the Lord Chancellor to 
consider and report thereupon to the House .. - “5 ss «. 1937 


The Lord Gerard took the Oath Me, 2%; 7 - ~~ MEST 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 


had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with : 
—Brompton and Piccadilly Cireus Railway [H.L.]. The same were ordered 

to lie on the Table “ ea ” a ‘a se a a .» 1939 
f? 
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STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE.—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 





complied with in respect of the Cambrian Railways Bill ought to be dis- 


pensed with. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the South York- 
shire Electric Power Bill ought to be dispensed with, provided that 
the proposed exemption of the undertaking from the provisions of 
Section 81 of the Electric Lighting (Clauses) Act, 1899, be struck out 
of the Bill. 


tead, and agreed to.. 


Harrogate Water Bill [1.L.]..—A petition of Messrs. Sharpe, Parker, 
Pritchards, Barham, and Lawford, of 9, Bridge Street, Westminster, par- 
liamentary agents, praying for leave to present a petition of Leeds Corpora- 
tion, praying to be heard by counsel against the Bill, although the time 
limited by Standing Order No. 92 for presenting such petition has ex- 
pired ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; and Standing Order No. 92 
to be considered To-morrow. in order to its being dispensed with in respect 
of the said petition 


Otley Gas Bill [n.1.]; Cowes Ferry Bill [H.L.]; Harrogate Corporation 
Bill [H.L.] ; Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (Canada Dock Works, Etc.) 
Bill [H.L.] ; Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban District (Water) Bill [H.L.] ; Tyneside 
Tramways and Tramroads Bill ; Chester Corporation Tramways Bill [H.L.] ; 
Alfreton Gas Bill [u.L.];  Charmg Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Rail- 
way (No. 1.) Bill [H.L.]; Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway 
(No. 2.) Bill [H.L.]; Easton and Church Hope Railway Bill [H.L.| ; Lynton 
and Barnstaple Railway Bill [H.L.]; Brompton and Piccadilly Circus 
Railway Bill [u.L.]; South Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway 
Bill [H.L.| ; Dover Gas Bill [H.L.| ; Birmingham (City) Tramways Bill [H.1.] ; 
Wigan Corporation Tramways, Ete., Bill [H.L.].—Read 2a 


Doncaster Tithe Trust Bill [1.1.].—Read 2* (according to Order) 


Portmadoc, Beddgelert, and South Snowdon Railway Bill ,{1.1.]: 
Stratton and Bude Gas Bill [H.L.|—Committed ; the Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

EDUCATION (SCOTLAND).—Code of Regulations for Day Schools, 1901 

Navy (Water-TuBE BotLers).—Interim Report of the Committee appointed by 
the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty to consider certain questions 
respecting modern types of boilers for naval purposes 

EXPLOSIVES (EXPLOSION AT Messrs. CURTIS AND Harvey's Factory at TRIMLEY 
MARSH, SUFFOLK).—Report to the Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment. hy Captain M. B. Lloyd, His Majesty's Inspector of Explosives, on 
the cireumstances attending explosions which occurred in the mixing 
house and stove at the factory of Curtis and Harvey, Limited. at Trimley 
Marsh, Suffolk, on the 28th November, 1900 


ArMy (YEOMANRY CAVALRY).—Training Return for 1900 


Patents Acts.—Report of the Committee appointed by the Board of Trade to 
inquire into the working of the Patents Acts on certain specified questions 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 
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Lunacy.—Return of all sums received by the Visitors of Lunatics for travelling 
expenses or upon any other account from the Ist January to the 31st 
December, 1900 


PoLLING Districts (County BorouGH oF BRIGHTON).—Orders made by the 
Council of the County Borough of Brighton on 4th June, 1896, 19th 
January, 1899, and 21st January, 1901, altering certain polling districts 
in the borough .. me = st oe 8 is a 

Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
‘Table. 


sourH AFRICAN War—HospPITAL TENTS AND WAGONS.—Question, Lord Tweed- 
mouth ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Lord Raglan) 


LorD WOLSELEY’S MEMORANDUM TO LORD SALISBURY.—Question, The Earl of 
Northbrook ; Answer, The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The 
Marquess of Lansdowne) 


NEW BILLS. 
County Courts (Ireland) Bill [u.1.].—A Bill to amend the law relating to 


county courts in Ireland—was presented by the Lord Ashbourne ; read 
la; to be printed; and to be read 2a on Friday next. (No. 17.) 


Oath Against Roman Catholic Doctrines Repeal Bill [1.L.].—A Bill to 
repeal the Oath against Roman Catholic doctrines—was presented by the 
Lord Braye; read la; and to be printed. (No. 18) 


Shops (Barly Closing) Bill [1.v.].—A Bill to provide for the earlier closing 
shops—was presented by the Lord Avebury ; read la ; and to be printed. 


(No. 19.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE KinG.—His Majesty’s message considered (according to 
Order). Then it was moved that an humble address be presented to His 
Majesty to return to His Majesty the thanks of this House for His most 
gracious message, and to assure His Majesty that this House will imme- 
diately proceed to the consideration thereof in such a manner as shall 
demonstrate their zeal, duty, and affectionate attachment to His Majesty, 
and a due regard to the rank and dignity of the Queen and the Royal Family 
(The Lord Privy Seal (VM. Salisbury) ; the same was agreed to nemine dis- 
sentiente ; the said Address to be presented to His Majesty by the Lords 
with white staves 





Cremation Bill [.L.]—House in Committee (according to Order). Bill 
reported without amendment. 
Lord Monkswell .. eo bi = - 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) 
Standing Committee negatived ; Bill to be read 3a ‘To-morrow. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—Report from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the House 
as the panel of Lords to act as Commissioners under the Act, viz :—E. 
Mansfield, E. Camperdown, L. Clifford of Chudleigh, L. Torphichen, 
L. Belhaven and Stenton, L. Fairlie (£. Glasgow). The said Report to 
be considered To-morrow i o- - i” 

House adjourned at twenty minutes before 

Five of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, lita MARCH, 1901. 

One other Member took and subscribed the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Swansea Harbour Bill (By Orper).—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
* That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Mr. Charles M*Arthur (Liverpool, Exchange) 5 " 2 .. 1142 


Sir George Newnes (Swansea) Bd Sig ae Py oe 2 VRS 
Question put. and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 CompLiep WiTH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :—Cambrian 
Railways Bill ; Llandrindod Wells Water Bill ; Richmond Gas Bill ; Stroud 
Gas Bill. Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time .. a ». 1145 


Bexley Tramways Bill; Burgess Hill Water Bill ; Devonport Gas 2nd Coke 
Bill; Glasgow and Renfrew District Railway Transfer Bill; North 
British Railway Bill ; South Yorkshire Electric Power Bill ; read a second 
time. and committed .. ne — io a s as re .. 1145 


DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT OF LANDS (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL ORDER. 
Bill to confirm a Provisional Order under the Drainage and Improve 
ment of Lands (Ireland) Act, 1863, and the Acts amending the same, 
relating to the Triogue Drainage District, in Queen’s County, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Austen Chamberlain and Mr. Attorney General 
for Ireland a me at oe Ne ic Me a > -+ FESO 


Drainage and Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Provisional Order Bill. 
To confirin a Provisional Order under the Drainage and Improvement 

of Lands (Ireland) Act, 1863, and the Acts amending the same, relating 

to the Triogue Drainage District, in Queen’s County,” presented accord 
ingly, and read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions 


for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 93.] .. a es oe .. 1149 
PETITIONS. 
Beer Bri.t.—Petition trom Isle of Wight, in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. 1145 


BorouGH Funps Acts AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from Falkirk, against ; 
to lie upon the Table .. - as Ss ss “ im = .. 1146 
Cuurcu DiscipLine.—Petitions for alteration of Law, from Meopham ; and 
Bideford ; to lie upon the Table... “ ” ‘i i as .. 1146 
ELEMENTARY EpucaTion (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 
—Petitions for alteration of Law, from Ryde; Aston; and Royton; to 
lie upon the Table .. + be 5x a = ea — .. 1146 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE.—Petition from Bristol. for extension to W omen ; 
to lie upon the Table .. “e _ ~ = sie es Ks .. 1146 
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Pook LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION Act, 1896.—Petition for alteration of 
Law, from Whitby ; and Strood ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LiQuoRS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, 
from Glasgow (four); Govan; Manchester; Aberdeen (two); Dum- 
barton; Burnley; Carlisle (two); West Kent; Cumwinton; Largs ; 
Poulton: Malton; Hawick; London; Southampton ; Llandillo (four) ; 
Selkirk ; Lander (two) ; and York ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND)  BILL.— 
Petitions in favour, from Larkhall; P--th; Aberchirder; Buckie ; 
Peebles ; Charlestown of Aberlour ; Till ecultry ; Ardrossan ; Arbroath ; 
Port Glasgow (three) ; and Glasgow (two) , to lie upon the Table 


WoRKMEN’S Houses TENURE BILL.—Petition from Falkirk, against ; to lie 
upon the Table ; 55 ae a 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
UxrunpeD Dest.—Return [presented 8th Mareh] to be printed. [No. 79.] 


EXPLOSIONS (MEssRs. CuRTIS AND HARvVeEY’s Factory AT TRIMLEY MARSH, 
SUFFOLK ).—Copy presented, of Report by Captain M. B. Lloyd, R.A., Her late 
Majesty's Inspector of Explosives, to the Right Honourable the Secretary 
ot State for the Home Department, on the circumstances attending 
Explosions which occurred at the Mixing House and Store at the Factory 
of Messrs. Curtis and Harvey, Limited, at Trimley, Suffolk, on the 28th 
November, 1960 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


PoLLING Districts (County BorouGH OF BRrIGHTON).—Copies presented, of 
Orders made by the Council of the County Borough ot Brighton on the 
4th June, 1896, the 19th January, 1899, and the 21st February, 1901, 
altering certain Polling Districts in the Borough [by Act]; to lie upon 
the ‘Table : ie 


NavaL Works Acts, 1896, 1896, 1897, AND 1899.—Account presented, 
showing the amount of money issued out of the Consolidated Fund ; the 
amount and nature of the Securities created in respect thereof; the amount of 
the surplus of Income over Expenditure for the financial year, ended 
31st March, 1896, and the amount of Money expended in pursuance 
of the Acts during the year ended the 31st March, 1900; together with 
the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 80] ‘ 


BirTHs, DEATHS, MARRIAGES, AND VACCINATION (SCOTLAND).—Copy presented, 
of the Forty-sixth Annual Report on the Births, Deaths, and Marriages 
in Scotland for 1900, and Thirty-fifth Annual Report on Vaccination 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


EpucaTION (ScoTLAND) (CopE, 1901).—Copy presented, of Code of Regula- 
tions for Day Schools, 1901, with Appendices [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table iz ie 

Patent Acts.—Copy presented, of Report of the Committee appointed by the 
Board of Trade to inquire into the working of the Patent Acts on certain 
specified suggestions [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 

TRADE REPoRTs (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, No. 2560 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 
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PHaRMACY Acts (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Order in Council, dated 7th 
March, 1901, approving of a Regulation made by the Pharmaceutical 
Society of Ireland [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Hovse.—Lunacy.—Copy of 
Return of all sums received by the Visitors of Lunatics for travelling 
expenses, or upon any other account, from 1st January to 31st December, 
1900 [by Act]. 


COLONIAL Loans Act, 1899.—Copy ordered, “ of Statement showing to what 
Colonies up to the present time sums have been advanced by the Treasury 
under the Colonial Loans Act, 1899, and for what purposes, to what 
amounts, and at what rates of interest ; also the date on which each such 
Loan was sanctioned, and the date fixed for its repayment.”—(Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain.) , 


DEATHS FROM STARVATION OR ACCELERATED BY PRIVATION (LONDON).—Address 
for * Return of the number of all deaths inthe Administrative County of 
London, in the year 1900, upon which a coroner’s jury has returned a 
verdict of death from starvation, or death accelerated by privation ; 
together with any observations furnished to the Local Government 
Board by Boards of Guardians with reference to cases included in the 
teturn (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 345, of Session 1900.” 


A (Mr. Talhot.) 


St. Cross HospiraL, WINCHESTER.—Copy ordered, “ of Correspondence with 
the Charity Commissioners with reference to the new scheme for the ad- 
ministration of St. Cross Hospital, Winchester.”—(Sir Walter Foster.) .. 


PusLic Accounts CoMMITTEE.—Copy ordered, ** of Handbook to the Reports 
from the Committee of Public Accounts, Vol. IIL. (1893 to 1900), with 
Index comprehending the three Vols. (1857 to 1900).”—(Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain.) 

Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No. 81.] 


QUESTIONS. 


SoutH ArricaN War—Monety Grant to Eart Roperts.—Question, Mr. 
Thomas Shaw (Hawick Burghs) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


VALUE OF CHARTERED CoMPANY’s LANDS.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Long- 
ford, N.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Cham- 
berlain. Birmingham, W.) ys : ‘ 


NEWSPAPER LIBELS ON BRITISH OFFICERS AND SOLDIERS.—Question, Mr. Pirie 
(Aberdeen, N.) ; Answer, The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inver- 
ness Burghs) 


MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT SERVING IN SoUTH AFRICA—Question, Mr. Tully 
(Leitrim, 8.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) Gs . 

RETURN OF VOLUNTEERS FROM THE FRONT.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord 
Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


Cost oF ANIMAL TRANSPORT TO SoUTH AFRICA.—Question, Mr. Charles Hob- 
house (Bristol, E.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 
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SoLpIERS’ UNCLAIMED BALANCES.—Question, Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick 


DECEASED SOLDIERS’ EsTaTes.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, Lord 
Stanley ; 


PURCHASE OF FIELD GUNS FROM GERMANY.—Qustion, Major Rasch (Essex, 
Chelmsford) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick a - ‘ 


DISCHARGES FROM THE ARMY.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. 
AGE CERTIFICATES FOR Recrvits.—Question, Mr. Pirie ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


PIMLICO CLOTHING DEPARTMENT—MAstTeR TAtLoR CutTrers.—Question, Mr. 
Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


NEW NAVAL COLLEGE AT DEvonPoRT.—Question, Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, 
S.) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold Forster, Belfast, 


RoMAN CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS FOR THE NAVY.—Question, Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold Forster 


Time ExpireD MEN-OF-WaR’s MEN ON THE CHINA STATION.—Question, Mr. Keir 
Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold Forster 


Woo.wicH ARSENAL—LABouRERS’ WAGES.—Questions, Mr. Arthur Morton 
(Deptford) and Captain Norton (Newington, W.) ; Answer, The Civil Lord 
of the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridge) 


CHINA—LOOTING AT PEKING AND TIENTSIN.— Questions, Mr. Edmund Robertson 
(Dundee) and Mr. Tully ; Answers, The Secretary of State for India (Lord 
G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 


CAPE-AUSTRALIAN CABLE.—Question, Sir Edward Sassoon (Hythe) ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain 


CENTRAL CRIMINAL COoURT—ARRANGEMENTS FOR REBUILDING.—(Questions, Mr. 
Thomas Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s), Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.), and Sir Joseph Dimsdale (London) ; Answers, The Under 
Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Jesse Collings, Birming- 
ham, Bordesley) 





Hyper Park—RalILinG anp LIGHTING.—Question, Colonel Legge (St. George's, 
Hanover Square) ; Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers 
Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) 


Lonpon BorovucH CounciLs—TRIENNIAL ELECTIONS.—Question, Captain 
Jessel (St. Pancras, 8S.) ; Answer, The President of the Local Government 
Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, W.) 

VACCINATION STATISTICS.—Questions, Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) and Nir 
Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; Answers, Mr. Walter Long .. 

Beer ADULTERATION.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmarthen Boroughs) ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 

EpucaTION—ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS CURRICULA.—Question, Dr. Macnamara 

(Camberwell, N.) ; Answer, The Vice-President of the Board of Education 

(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 

New Duston ScHooL.—Question, Mr. Robert Spencer (Northamptonshire, Mid); 

Answer, Sir J. Gorst .. ee ae a as uh 
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Epucation Cope—Rurat Scuoors.—Questions, Sir W. Hart Dyke (Kent, 


Dartford) and Dr. Macnamara ; Answers, Sir J. Gorst 


CIVIL SERVICE—UNESTABLISHED WORK AND PENSIONS.—Question, Mr. Yoxall 
(Nottingham, W.) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 

CIVIL SERVICE APPOINTMENTS.—Question, Colonel Legge ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain ~ a “ sp os ee 

CHeap Teas.—Question, Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, N.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

IssuE OF NeW PostaGe Stamps.—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canter- 
bury); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. ; Be 

PosTAL ORDER COUNTERFOILS.— Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton ; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain 

EXAMINING OFFICERS OF CUSTOMS.—Question, Mr. O’Malley (Galway, Conne- 
mara); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

Lerwick Post Orrice.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and Shet- 
land); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

CONVEYANCE OF STORNOWAY MAILS.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain ss 

ILLEGAL TRAWLING OFF ABERDEEN.—Question, Mr. Pirie ; Answer, The Lord 
Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) = i 

SCOTTISH FISHERY ReTuRNS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. Graham 
Murray we 

Irish Lanpd Court SaLes.—Questions, Mr. Macartney (Antrim, 8.) and Mr. 
Flynn (Cork, N.) ; Answers, The Chief Secretary for Lreland (Mr. Wynd- 
ham, Dover) 

BANN DRAINAGE BiLt.—Question, Mr. Macartney ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. 

Ennis Districr Lunatic AsyLum FiInance—Question, Mr. John Redmond 
(Waterford) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

SEA FIsHiInG—Manvat or Irish StratuTes.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien 
(Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

KILFEE BuriaL Grounp, County WickLow.—Question, Mr. Cogan (Wicklow, 
E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham “ 

CONGESTED Districts Boarp—Fisu Curinc INpusTRy.—Question, Mr. Flynn ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

DouGias (IRELAND) NATIONAL ScHooLt.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Dennell 
(Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

Roxporo Road ScHooL, LiMERICK.—-Question, Mr. Joyce ; Answer, Mr. Wynd- 
ham ; 

PARSONSTOWN AND PorTUMNA RaAILWAY.—Question, Mr. Roche (Galway, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 1 

Unirep [RtsH LeaGue MEETING aT BALLINALEE.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
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Dupin City HospiraL FoR DISEASES OF THE SKIN.—Question, Mr. John Camp- 
bell (Armagh, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ie 


NEWTOWNSTEWART (TyroNE) Pottce Barracks.—Question, Mr. Hem->hill 
(Tyrone, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


NEWTONSTEWART PoLice Force (CoNsTITUTION)—Question, Mr. Hemphill ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham is «i ; 


SHILLELAGH UNION LNQUIRIES. oe Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.) 
and Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


SouTH Lerrrim Union.—Question, Mr. Tally ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. 


WorRKMEN’s Houses av BoyLe.—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain 


GOVERNMENT ConTRACTS IN [RELAND—Fair WaGe CLAUSE—Question, Mr. 
Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Mr. Austen C hamberlain 


REGISTRATION OF PATENTS IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Mooney (Dublin County, 
S.): Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) 


Lonpon County Councin—HovusinG ScHeEMES.—Question, Dr. Macnamara : 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Swiss MILITARY SysTeM.—Question, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour 


BUSINESS OF THE House.—Questions. Mr. Lough (Islington, W.), Mr. T. W. 
Russell, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), Sir James Joicey 
(Durham, Chester-le-Street), Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet), Sir John 
Colomb (Great Yarmouth), Mr. John Redmond (Waterford), Mr. Tully, 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staifordshire Lichfield), and Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


East InpiA Loan (GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA RAILWAY DEBENTURES).—Com- 
mittee to consider of authorising the Secretary of State in Council of India 
to raise money in the United Kingdom for paying off or redeeming Deben- 
tures of the Great Indian Peninsula Railway Company on the Security of 
the Revenues of India (King’s Recommendation signified), To-morrow. 
—(The Chairman of Ways and Means.).. 


CivIL List.—Copy presented, of Accounts and Estimates relating to the Civil 
List [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Paragraph in the King’s Speech respecting the Civil List at the opening 
of Parliament, and His Majesty's Message of the fifth day of this 
instant March, read as follows :— 

Gentlemen of the House of Commons, 

“The demise of the Crown renders it necessary that a renewed 
provision shall be made for the Civil List. I place unreservedly at your 
disposal those hereditary revenues which were so placed by my pre- 
decessor ; and I have commanded that the Papers necessary for a full 
consideration of the subject shall be laid before you.” 


* EDWARD R. 


‘His Majesty being desirous of making competent provision for 
the honourable support and maintenance of His Son, the Duke of 
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Cornwall and York, His Daughter-in-law, the Duchess of Cornwall and 
York, and His Daughters, the Princess Louise, Duchess of Fife, the 
Princess Victoria, and Princess Charles of Denmark, and being further 
desirous that similar provision should be made for Her Majesty the 
Queen in the event of Her surviving Him, and for the Duchess of Corn- 
wall and York in the event of Her surviving the Duke of Cornwall and 
York, recommends the consideration thereof to His Majesty’s faithful 
Commons, and relies on their attachment to adopt such measures as 
may be suitable to the occasion.” 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 1181 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 

‘That a Select Committee be appointed to consider so much of His 
Majesty's Speech to both Houses at the opening of Parliament as relates 
to the Civil List and His Majesty’s Most Gracious Message of the 5th 
March relating to Grants to Her Majesty the Queen and Members 
of His Majesty's Family.”—(.MWr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) .. Bs Ss 23, ASG 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) - a s .. 1186 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E. ) 1187 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) .. P - e. .. 1188 


Amendment proposed 
* At the end of the Question, to add the words * and to prepare a 
Report for presentation to this House showing in detail every item of 
expenditure from public funds towards the support and maintenance 
of the Royal Family.” °"—( Wr. Keir Hardie.) 


Question proposed, ** That those words be there added.” 
Sir M. Hicks Beach .. ius ee - re ” oe ~» 3900 
Mr. Keir Hardie sa ie be i = = ~. 1290 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed to consider so much of 
His Majesty's Speech to both Houses at the opening of Parliament 
as relates to the Civil List, and His Majesty’s Most Gracious Message 
of the 5th March relating to Grants to Her Majesty the Queen and 
Members of His Majesty's Family. 

Ordered, That the several Papers prepared this day relating to the Civil 
List be referred to the Committee. 


Ordered, That the Committee do consist of Twenty-one Members. 


Motion made and Question proposed— 
“That Mr. A. J. Balfour be a Member of the said Committee.” 


Mr. William Redmond (Clare, BE.) .. - ye te ig ws 1791 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Baral) ns ss ‘a ‘ ie <« Sl 
Mr. A. J. Balfour oe Ae fe sie ee ie ». LI92 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) .. - s ze ” so SEZ 
Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea Districts) 7” bi is .- 1192 


Question put, and agreed to. 
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Motion made, and Question— 

“That Mr. Bartley, Sir John Brunner, Sir Henry Campbell-Banner- 
man, Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, Sir Frederick Dixon-Hartland, 
Sir William Hart-Dyke, Sir Henry Fowler, Sir William Harcourt be 
other Members of the said Committee,” put, and agreed to. 

Motion made, and Question proposed— 

“That Sir Samuel Hoare be one other Member of the said Com- 

mittee.” 


Mr. Dalziel ir me - He ~ ‘ fe < .. 1194 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 300 ; Noes, 25. (Division List No. 52.) 
Ordered, That Mr. Jackson be one other Member of the Committee. 


Motion made. and Question proposed— 
“That Sir James Kitson be one other Member of the Committee.” 
—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Mr. Keir Hardie a er er = oe be no AEE 
The House divided :—Ayes, 307; Noes, 17. (Division List No. 53.) 


Ordered, That Mr. Labouchere, Mr. Macartney, Mr. M‘Kenna, Mr. Mild- 
may, Mr. Renshaw, Mr. W. F. D. Smith, Mr. Stevenson, Mr. Warr, 
and Mr. Wharton be other Members of the Committee. 


Ordered, That Five be the quorum.—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


BUSINESS OF THE House (REPORTS OF MONEY COMMITTEES) :— 
Mr. A. J. Balfour vi $4 i - “ “4 a ..»1201 


Motion made and Question proposed— 

‘That the Proceedings on the Reports of the Committees of Supply 
and Ways and Means and other Committees authorising the expendi- 
ture of public money may be entered upon at any hour though opposed, 
and shall not be interrupted under the provisions of any Standing Order 
regulating the Sittings of the House, except of Standing Order No. 5.” 
—(Mr. Aad: Balfour.) 


Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, inate ‘i 5 mA .. 1201 
Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) : 5 a ‘8 .. 1203 


Amendment proposed— 
‘ After the first word ‘ That’ to insert the words ‘ until Easter.’ ” 
—(Mr. John Ellis.) 


Question proposed— 
‘That the words ‘ until Easter’ be there inserted.” 


Discussion :— 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) .. 3 vi a a .. 1203 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) .. we os a a RF .. 1204 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. fa as a me «. 1205 
Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) <a ty - aa 7 be .. 1207 


Question put. 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 151 ; Noes, 254. (Division List No. 54.) 

Mr. Blake .. 1211 

Mr. Labouchere ( Vv or tha mpton) 1211 

Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) 1212 


Amendment proposed— 
“In line 3, to leave out the words ‘and other Commitees autho- 
rising the expenditure of public money.’ ”’—(Mr. Labouchere.) 


Question proposed— 
“That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Ques- 


tion.” 
Mr. A. J. Balfour . 1213 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) .. 1214 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) 1215 
Mr. Dalziel es 1215 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liver pool, Scotland) 1216 
Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, 8.) ; 1218 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 255 ; Noes, 161. (Division List No. 55.)} 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) .. ie ‘ 3 i - .. 123) 


Amendment proposed— 
“In line 3, to insert, after the word ‘ Money,’ the words ‘ excepting 
the Report of Supply of 5th March.’ "—(Mr. Tully.) 
Question proposed— 
‘That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) 1229 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 1223 
Mr..T. M. Healy ae 1226 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) a cf ah es es ~s SeeT 
Mr. John Redmond oe os oie oe s% ae oe os Bae 
Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, EB.) .. < sty 1228 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) fe 1229 
Nir E. Ashmead-Bartlett a Ecclesall) 1230 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) ; 1232 


Question put, “ That those words be —_— inserted.” 

The House divided :—Avyes, 107 ; Noes, 189. (Division List No. 56.) 

Main Question again proposed. 

Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place and claimed to move, “ That the Main 
(Juestion be now put.” 

Question put, “* That the Main Question be now put.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 193 ; Noes, 103. (Division List No. 57.) 

Main Question put accordingly. 

The House divided :-—Ayes, 190 ; Noes, 103. (Division List No. 58.) 

Ordered, That the Proceedings on the Reports of the Committees of Supply 
and Ways and Means and other Committees authorising the expen- 
diture of Public Money may be entered upon at any hour though 
opposed, and shall not be interrupted under the provision of any 


Standing Order regulating the Sittings of the House, exce pt of Sti ind- 
ing Order No. 5. 
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SUPPLY— Army Estimates.—Order for Committee read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair.” —(Mr. Brodrick.) 


Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) - 1241 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland) 1246 
Mr. Charles Douglas (Lanarkshire, N.W.) 1250 
Mr. Gretton (Derbyshire, S.) 1264 


Amendment proposed— 

* To leave out from the word * That,’ to the end of Question, in order 
toadd the words ‘ in the opinion of this House, the public interest requires 
that a complete and immediate inquiry be made into all the circum- 
stances connected with the removal from his command at Gibraltar of 
Major General Sir Henry Colvile, K.C.M.G., C.B.,’ instead thereof.” 
—(Mr. Charles Douglas.) 


Question proposed— 
* That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Question.” 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 1265 


It being midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 
SUPPLY [47H Marcu].—Resolutions reported :— 
NAVY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 


1. “ That an additional number of men and boys, not exceeding 600, 
be employed for the Sea and Coast Guard Services for the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1901.” 

2. ** That an additional sum, not exceeding £1,250,000, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1901, for additional 
Expenditure on the following Navy Services, viz. :— 


= 

Vote 1. Wages, ete., of Officers, ete. = Bs 500 
Vote 2. Victualling and Clothing for the Navy 84,000 
Vote 8. Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, ete. : 

Section I. Personnel “ fe a a 98,500 

Section II]. Matériel be ne ee ne 630,000 

Section III. Contract Work ua * 7 207,000 
Vote 11. Miscellaneous Effective Services a 230,000 

Total es £ ses oh as .. £1,250,000.” 1276 


Resolutions agreed to. 
Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 12tTH MARCH, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Watford and District Tramways Bill [H.L.].—KExaminer’s Certificates of 


non-compliance with the Standing Orders referred to the Standing Orders 
Committee on Tuesday next he es ih ‘i ss ws -- 1277 











TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
March 12.) Page 
Piccadilly and City Railway Bill [1.i.].—A petition of Messrs. Banter 


and Company, of 12, Victoria Street, Westminster, parliamentary agents, 
praying for leave to present a petition of the Reverend John Fenwick 
Kitto, praying to be heard by counsel against the Bill, although the time 
limited by Standing Order No. 92 for presenting such petition has ex- 
pired ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; and Standing Order No. 92 to 
be considered on Thursday next, in order to its being dispensed with in 
respect of the said petition 4 “- iP me - nF se Rae 


xevi 


Milford Docks Bill [.L.] ; Harpenden District Gas Bill [H.L.]. Read 2u ... 1277 


Harrogate Water Bill [H.L.|.—Standing Order No. 92 considered (accord- 
ing to order), and dispensed with with respect to a Petition of Leeds Cor- 
poration. Leave given to present the said petition .. i ie -- 1977 


Aire and Calder Navigation Bill [1...];: Central London Railway 
Bill [u.1.]; Chester Gas Bill [H.1.]; City and Brixton Railway Bill [#.1.] ; 
City and South London Railway Bill [#.1.]; Llanelly and Mynydd Mawr 
Railway Bill [H.L.]; London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill 
[H.L.]; Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas Bill [H.L.]; South Eastern and London, 
Chatham, and Dover Railway Bill [#.1.]: South Essex Water Bill [1.1.]. 
Committed. The Committees to be proposed by the Committee of Selec- 
tion i és i = i 55 i - im s 5 


Bath Gas Light and Coke Bill [11.L.|; Neweastle-upon-Tyne and Gates- 
head Gas Bill [H.1.] ; New Swindon Gas Bill [H.L.]; Shrewsbury Gas Bill 


[H.L.]. Committed 1278 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

(ioLD Coast.—Correspondence relating to the Ashanti War, 1900 — .. .. 1278 
COLONIES (ANNUAL).—No. 317. Jamaica, Report for 1899-1900 és .. 1278 
TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—No. 2560, Spain (1899) Se ee _. 1978 
Birtus, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, AND VACCINATION (SCOTLAND).—Forty-sixth 

Annual Report by the Registrar General in Scotland, for the vear 1900 ; 

and Thirty-sixth Annual Report on Vaccination a3 « at -o 4278 
Army.—Correspondence relative to the recall of Lieut.-General Sir H. E. Colvile, 

K.C.M.G., C.B. 

Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table im os ce LEIS 
Piers AND Harpour Acts (PROVISIONAL ORDERS, SESSION 1901).—Report by 

the Board of Trade of their proceedings under the General Pier and 

Harbour Act, 1861, and the General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, Amend- 

ment Act © i te ie re = ime i ee ss 1278 


PuarMacy (IRELAND) Acts, 1875 and 1890.—Order in Couneil, dated 7th 
March, 1901, approving of a regulation made by the Pharmaceutical Society. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 1278 


Berwickshire County Town Bill.—Order of the Day for the Second Reading 
read. 
The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) ss vo eae 
Moved, “ That the Bill be read a second time.” —(Lord Balfour of Bur- 
leigh.) 
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On Question agreed to; Bill read 2a accordingly, and committed to. a 
Committee of the Whole House on Tuesday next. 


Cremation Bill [#.1.].—Read 3a (according to order) ; an Amendment (privi- 
lege) made; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons 2: me 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—Report from the 
Committee of Selection proposing that the Lords following form the Parlia- 
mentary panel of Members of this House to act as Commissioners under 
the Act, viz.:—E. Mansfield, E. Camperdown, L. Clifford of Chudleigh, 
L. Torpichen, L. Belhaven and Stenton, L. Fairlie (7. Glasgow). Con- 
sidered (according to order) and agreed to 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five of 
the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 121TH MARCH, 1901. 


Another Member made and subscribed the Affirmation required by law. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 6.3 ComPLIED WiTH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 63 has been complied with, namely : Golborne 
Gias Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time .. 


Wolverhampton Corporation Water Bill. (By Onrper.)—Order for 
Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
* That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
Mr. Alexander Brown (Shropshire, Wellington) 
Amendment proposed— 

** To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to add 
the words ‘upon this day six months.’ °—(Mr. Alerander Hargreaves 
Brown.) 

(Juestion proposed— 
* That the word * now ’ stand part of the Question.” 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Stanley Leighton (Shropshire, Oswestry) 
Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) re 
Colonel K enyon-Slaney (Shropshire, Newport) —.. 7 NM 
The Secretary of Ntate for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birming- 
ham, W.) es st i re ” 
Sir Alfred Hickman (Wolverhampton, W.) 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Aves, 154; Noes, 239. (Division List No. 59.) 
Words added. 


Main Question, as amended, put and agreed to. 


Second Reading put off for six months. 


Blackpool Improvement Bill. (By Orprr.)—Order for Second Reading 
read. 


VOL. XC. [FourtH Senies.] y 
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Motion made and Question proposed— eat 
* That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.).. ¥s é 7" am os »» 1311 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 


Great Eastern Railway Bill. (By Orper.)—Order for Second Reading 
read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Mr. Bell (Derby) ms ea ee - ne ie sj ee 
Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Ruschliffe) — .. ae Be .. 1318 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words * upon this day six months.’ ""—(Mr. Bell.) 


(Question proposed— 
* That the word * now ° stand part of the Question.” 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Penn (Lewisham) a Be 7 . 1318 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets. Poplar) . 1986 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) _ 1319 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) - - - 1320 
Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, Wanshecl) _ 1391 
Colonel Bowles (Middlesex, Enfield) _ 1321 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) - 1321 
Mr. Vorall (Nottingham, W.) i _ 1321 
Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) P _ 1321 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) 1322 
Mr. Joyce (Limerick) .. 1322 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) 1399 
Mr. Gray (West Ham, N.) 1393 
Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, 2.) 1323 


Debate adjourned ; to be resumed upon Thursday. 

STANDING OrDERS.— Resolutions reported from the Committee :— 
I. * That, in the case of the Cowes Ferry Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders 

ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill.” 
2. “ That, in the ease of the London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway 
Bill, Petition for additional Provision, the Standing Orders ought to 
he dispensed with :—That the parties be permitted to introduce their 
additional Provision, if the Committee on the Bill think fit.” 

3. That, in the case of the Birmingham (City) Tramways Bill [Lords l, 
the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties 
he permitted to proceed with their Bill, provided that the powers to 
construct Tramways Nos. 1, 2. 3, 4. and 5 be struck out of the Bill. 
unless the consent of the local and road authorities shall be proved 
hefore the Committee on the Bill :—That the Committee on the Bill 
do report how far such Order has been complied with.” 

4. * That, in the case of the Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (Canada 

Dock W orks, ete.) Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders ought to be dis- 

pensed with :—That the parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill, 
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provided that the power to enable the promoting Board to purchase 500 
acres of land for future dock development. be struck out of the Bill :— 
That the Committee on the Bill do report how far such Order has been 
complied with.” 

5. “ That, in the case of the ‘Tyneside ‘'ramways and Tramroads Bill 
[Lords], the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the 
parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill, provided that Tramway 
No. 3 be struck out of the Bill :—That the Committee on the Bill do re- 
port how far such Order has been complied with.” 

6. * That, in the case of the Harrogate Corporation Bill [Lords], the Stand- 
ing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be permitted 
to proceed with their Bill, provided that Clause 7 be struek out of the 
Bill :—That the Committee on the Bill do report how far such Order 
has been complied with.” 

7. “ That, in the case of the Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban District (Water) 
Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That 
the parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


Resolutions agreed to 


PETITIONS. 
seen BILL. —Petition from Hurstmonceaux, in favour; to lie upon the Table 


CHuRCH DiscipLing.—Petition from Wolverhampton, for alteration of Law ; 
to lie upon the Table 


ELEMENTARY EpucaTion (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 
—Petitions for alteration of Law, from Coventry ; and Middlesbrough ; to 
lie upon the Table 


OFFICERS OF THE INDIAN STAFF Corps.—Two Petitions from Officers of the 
Indian Staff Corps, for redress of grievances ; to lie upon the Table .. 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE.— Petition from Hastings. for extension to women 3 
to lie upon the Table 


Poor LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1896.—Petition from Wolstanton, 
for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BiLL.—Petitions, in favour, from 
Leicester (two); London; North Shields: Bradford ; Leicestershire ; 
Wharfedale ; Kennington (three); Durham; Shipley ; Scoonie ;~ Ply- 
mouth ; Glasgow; Inverness; Sheffield (seven) ; Kingston-upon-Hull ; 
Dundee; Worthing ; Middlesbrough ; Newport Pagnell ; and Bolton ; 
to lie upon the Table is 


‘MLE OF INTOXICATING Liquors TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BiLu.—Petitions, 
in favour, from Auchterarder (two); Biggar; Cruden; Lanark ; Dum- 
fries; Torryburn ; Port Glasgow ; and Galashiels ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Mines (COURRTERES COLLIERIES).—Copy presented, of Report to the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department by four of His Majesty's Inspectors of 
Mines on the methods of preventing falls of roof adopted at Courrieres 
Collieries, Department of the Pas-de-Calais, France [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table —.. is ee ie a - s - 
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Army (Linurenant GeNeRAL Sir’ H. E. Convine, K.C.M.G., C.B.).—Copy 
presented, of Correspondence relative to the recall of Lieutenant General 
Sir H. E. Colvile, K.C.M.G., C.B. [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 132¢ 


Army (Yromanry CavaLry).—Copy presented, of Training Return of Yeo- 


manry Cavalry for 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. .. 1326 
Navy (TRAIninG oF NavaL JUNtOR OFFICERS) (COMMITTEE). Copy presented, 

of Report of the Committee appointed by the Lords Commissioners of the 

Admiralty to inquire into and report on the Training and Examination 

of Junior Naval Officers. with the Circular announcing the Changes to 

the Fleet [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. > a .. 1326 
(‘yprus.—Copy presented, of Annual Report for 1899-1900 [by Command] ; 

to lie upon the Table .. ‘s * is 6 = és " .. 13% 

QUESTIONS. 

Soutn AFRICAN War—PEACE NEGOTIATIONS WITH GENERAL BoTua.—(Question. 

Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ; Answer, The First’ Lord of 

the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, EF.) .. DE a ~» 1925 


3VRNING OF TOWNS IN ORANGE River CoLony.—Question, Mr. Lloyd-George ; 
Answer, The Seeretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 132¢ 


Farm. Burxincg—CorresPONDENCE -BETWEEN Lorb Roperts AND GENERAL 


Borna.-Question, Mr. Lloyd George ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 21 
Weis Hosprra iy Sourn Arricsa.—Questions, Lieut.-Colonel Pryce Jones 

(Montgomery Boroughs), Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea District), and 

Mr. G. T. Kenyon (Denbighshire) ; Answers. The Financial Secretary 

to the War Oftice (Lord Stanley, Lancashire. Westhoughton) .. .. 132i 


Sovurm ArricAN Meat Contracts.—Questions. Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 
Boroughs) and Mr. Field (Dublin. St. Patrick) ; Answers, Lord Stanley 1328 


PENSIONS FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS.—Question. Mr. Reginald Lueas (Ports- 


mouth); Answer, Lord Stanley 133 
Votunteer INeantry Bricape Camps.—Questions. Colonel Lucas (Suffolk, 
Lowestoft) and Mr. James Kenyon (Lancashire, Bury) ; Answers. Lord 
Stanley... 7 - ‘s vi én is oe - - .. 13m 
ReaRMAMENT OF VOLUNTEER ARTILLERY.-—Questions, Mr. Ormsby-Gore 
(Lincolnshire. Gainsborough) and Mr. William) Redmond (Clare, I.) ; 
Answers. Lord Stanley 7 ; 1330 
RESERVE REGIMENTS— DISBANDMENT.—-Question, Captain Norton (Newing- 
ton, W.); Answer, Lord Stanley wa Woes 
ENLISTMENT AGE RuLES.—Question, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ; Answer. Lord 
Stanley , ; a 1331] 
Army Contracts—Rations, Erc—Pturcuase iN IRELAND.—Questions, Mr. 
Field and Captain Donelan (Cork, E.); Answers, Lord Stanley .. .. 1333 


WINCHESTER SCHOOL RIFLE RANGE.—Questions, Mr. Holland (Yorkshire, W.R.. 
Rotherham) and Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.); Answers, Lord Stanley 1334 

New BatrLesuips—Lavncuinc, Weicut, Erc.—Questions, Mr. Kearley 
(Devonport) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold- 
Forster, Belfast: W.) 0.0%: 5 000 lft 4 
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CHINA—STRENGTID OF British AND OTHER NAVIES IN CHINESE WATERS.— 
Question, Sir Christopher Furness (Hartlepool) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster : - 


NortH CHINA EXPEDITION—CLOTHING OF INDIAN TROOPS.—Question. Sir 
Mancherjee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.) ; Answer, The Secre- 
tury of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) .. .. 1355 


TRADE IN AFRICAN PROTECTORATES.— Questions. Mr. John Ellis (Nottingham- 
shire, Rushcliffe) and Mr. Lough (Islington. W.):; Answers, The Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) 1336 


NICARAGUA CANAL—-HaAy-PAUNCEFOTE ~TREATY.—Question, Sir Christopher 
Furness ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne .. ot a wie a .. 1338 


ASHANTI EXPENDITURE—THE GOLDEN Sroo..—Questions, Mr. C. P. Scott 
(Lancashire, Leigh), Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet), and Mr. Lough ; 
Answers, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.) ee 


INDIAN CABLE Ratres.—Questions. Sir’ Edward Sassoon (Ilythe) ; Answers, 
Lord G. Hamilton and the Financial Seeretary to the Treasury (Mr. 


Austen Chamberlain. Worcestershire, KE.) 1559 
LAW OFFICERS SALARLES.-Question, Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent) > Answer, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. [Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.).. .. 1342 


Port SaANtrary AvTHORITIES—Cost oF  MAINTENANCE.—Question, Colonel 
Sadler (Middlesbrough) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach — .. ee .« 1342 


CoINAGE— HALE CROWNS AND FLoRINS.—Question, Mr. Crombie (Nincar- 
dineshire) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach sh ee oP ee .. 1343 


Inrectious DISEASES IN THE WHARFEDALE UNION, YORKSHIRE.—Question, 
Mr. Flower (Bradford, W.); Answer, The President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board (Mr. Long. Bristol, W.) — .. a oe ee - za ES4S 


SMALL DWELLINGS ACQUISITION ACT, 1899.—Questions, Mr. Horner (Lambeth, 
N.) and Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Walter Long.. 1543 


MAGISTRATES AND THE OATH OF ALLEGIANCE.-Question, Mr. Lloyd Morgan (Car- 
marthenshire, W.); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home De 
partment (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) —.. me . #3 . ™ .. Loto 

Draycorr (DERBYSHIRE) CEMETERY. —Question, Suv Walter Foster (Derbyshire. 
Ilkeston); Answer, Mr. Ritchie .. =e s = - .. 1345 

Report. OF Parent LAW CoMmMITree.—(Question, Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, 
Prestwich) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald 
Balfour, Leeds Central) a ret 5 2 xt 2 = .. 1346 

ALL-NIGHT SLTTINGS—'TEMPERATURE OF Housk.—Question, Mr. Arthur Lee 
(Hlampshire, Fareham); Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. 


Akers-Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine's) .. a oo ne = .. 1346 
Duchy OF CORNWALL—COAL ROYALTIES IN SOMERSETSHIRE.-Question, Mr. 

Strachey (Somersetshire, S.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. 1346 
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Tue * PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES "— BINDING OF FREE Copries.— Question, Colonel 
Milward (Warwickshire, Stratford-upon-Avon); Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain... * ais eS) os RS a i i .. 1847 
SpcoND Division CLERKS.—Question, Captain Norton ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain Re i = fe ie - me ee si ». 1384 
Royat Parks, Kew Garpens, ETC.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain .. oy ss ase wid = A? ie .. 1348 
PosTAL SERVICE—AGE LIMIT FOR COMPETITIVE EXAMINATIONS.—Question, Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. .. 1349 
ScorTtrisH MusseL Fisueries.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim 8S.) : Answer. 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) — .. 7 .. 1349 
Irisu LocAL GOVERNMENT Board STAFF.-—Question, Mr. James O'Connor 
(Wicklow, W.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, 
Dover) : = a Re sis be ‘ 
SMALL Houses ACQUISITION Act.—(Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 1350 


Roxboro Roab ScHooits, LIMERICK—Question, Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; Answer, 


Mr. Wyndham .. os x a :s — - ai = .. 1351 

County Down ConstTaBbuLARy.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) ; 
Auswer, Mr. Wyndham j ae i hs wo 1361 

Nurses IN [Rist Worknouses.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham . .. 135] 

LONGFORD CROWN SoLiciror.—Question. Mr. J.P. Farrell; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham se . bs 5% - oe - = - »» 1302 

Iris ERPUCATION COMMISSIONERS’ STORES.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin. 
College Green); Answer, Mr. Wyndham... a we .. 1353 

kisi) NATIONAL SCHOOLS— BUILDING Estimates. —Question. Mr. J. P. Farrell ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain , 135 

Boyin GUARDIANS —Case or Joserit GRAby.--Question. Mar. Tully > Answer, 
Lord Stanley x 1399 

Navy Estimares.—(Questions. Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) and Mr. John 
Redmond (Waterford) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour A 1355 

NVEW BILL. 

INpUSTRIAL ScHoots Acts AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend the Acts relating to 
Industrial Schools. ordered to be brought in by Dr. Macnamara, Mr. 
Flower, Captain Norton, Sir Fortescue Flannery, and Mr. Corrie Grant. 

Industrial Schools Acts Amendment Bill.—“‘To amend the Acts relating 
to Industrial Schools,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a 
second time upoii Friday, 22nd March, and to be printed. [Bill 94.] .. .» Je 


SOVEREIGN'’S OATH ON ACCESSION.—Bill to amend the Sovereign's Accession 
Oath as regards the statements in it concerning the Roman Catholic 
religion, ordered to be brought in by Mr. William Redmond. Mr. Blake, Mr. 
Abraham, Captain Donelan, Mr. Patrick O’Brien. Mr. Flynn, Mr. Hayden, 
Mr. Murphy. and Mr. Boland. 
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Sovereign’s Oath on Accession Bill.——‘‘‘I'o amend the Sovereign’s Acces- 
sion Oath as regards the statements in it concerning the Roman Catholic 
Religion,” presented. 

Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘That the Bill be now read the first time.” —(Mr. William Redmond.) 


Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, S.) 
(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the first time; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 3rd 
April, and to be printed. | Bill 95.] 


Supply (Army EstTIMATES).—Order read for resuming Adjourned Debate on 
Amendment to Question [11th March], “* That Mr. Speaker do now leave 
the Chair.” 

And which Amendment was— 

‘To leave out from the word * That,’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words ‘in the opinion of this House, the public 
interest requires that a complete and immediate inquiry be made into 
all the circumstances connected with the removal from his command 
at Gibraltar of Major General Sir Henry Colvile, K.C.M.G., C.B.,’ in 
stead thereof.”—(Mr. Charles Douglas.) 


(Question again proposed 
‘That the words proposed be left out stand part of the Question.” 
Discussion :— 
Colonel Blundell (Lancashire, “ 
Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, 
Sir J. Dickson-Poynder (W iltshire ( thippenham) 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present. House 
counted, and, forty Members being found present— 
Colonel Nolan (Galway, N.) 

Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) AP 

Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) 

Me. ¥ erburgh (Chester) 

Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) , a i ee = 3 

The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, 1.) 

Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, Li.) .. , be +4 és 

The Secretary of State for the Colenées (Mr. J Chanbortain, Bir- 
mingham, W.) .. se) a : : ne 

Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 

(Question put. 

The House divided -—Ayes, 262 ; Noes. 148. (Division List No. 60.) 

Main Question again proposed, * That Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair.” 

It being after midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 


Adjourned debate to be resumed to-morrow. 





SUPPLY |[281n Fesruary!—Resolutions reported :— 
CIVIL SERVICES SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES, 1900-1901 
Class I. 
1. “ That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £5,000, be granted to 
His Majesty. to defray the Charge whieh will come in course of payment 
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during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the Houses 
of Parliament Buildings.” 

2. “ That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £2,500, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for Expenditure in respect 
of Art and Science Buildings, Great Britain.” 

3. “* That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £2,000, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for Expenditure 
in respect of Diplomatic and Consular Buildings.” 

4. “ That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £7,000, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the Expenses 
of the Post Office, and Post Office Telegraph Buildings in Great Britain, 
including Furniture, Fuel, and Sundry Miscellaneous Services.” 

esolutions read a second time. 
First Resolution : 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“ That this House doth agree with the Committee in the said Reso- 
lution.” 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) e 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, [.) 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) .. i bra c or : 
The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. 
Augustine's) es e a 
Mr. O Mara (Kilkenny, 8.) 
Mr. Crean (Cork Co... SA.) 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 139 ; Noes, 57. (Division List No. 61.) 
Second Resolution : 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
* That this House doth agree with the Committee in the said Reso 
lution.” 
Vr. Tully... cad 
Mr. William Redmond 


Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, * That the Question 
be now put.” 


Question put, “* That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 123 ; Noes, 70. (Division List No. 62.) 


Question put accordingly, “ That this House doth agree with the Committee 
in the said Resolution.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 132 ; Noes, 57. (Division List No. 63.) 

Further Consideration of the Third and Fourth Resolutions deferred till 
Thursday. 

Motion made, and Question. “* That this House do now adjourn “—(Vr. 
A. J. Balfour)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at five minutes before Two of the clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESY. 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Bill; West Surrey Water Bill.—Read a 


second time, and committed .. be i: - ays a .. 1429 


STANDING Orpers.—Resolution reported from the Committee, “That, in the 
case of the Scarborough Electric Tramways Petition, the Standing Orders 
ought not to be dispensed with.” Report to lie upon the Table .. .. 1429 


PETITIONS. 


Beer Biti.——Petitions in favour, from North Oxfordshire ; Charlbury ; and 
West Lindsey ; to lie upon the Table .. kis = a ay .. 1429 


COLVILE, Mason GENERAL Sir Henry.—Petition from South Derbyshire, for 
inquiry into his case ; to lie upon the Table — .. a “% se .. 1429 


ELEMENTARY EpucATION (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION 
SCHOOLS).—Petitions for alteration of Law, from Gloucester ; West Hartle- 
pool ; Edmonton ; Swindon ; and Kidderminster ; to lie upon the Table .. 1429 


Poor LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1896.—Petitions for alteration of 
Law, from Edmonton ; and Newton-in-Makerfield ; to lie upon the Table ... 1429 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BiLL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Farnworth ; Leeds; Wetherby ; Wimborne ; Sheftield (twelve) ; Herne 
Hill ; North Kensington ; Dunoon ; Notting Hill ; Pontypool ; Southamp- 
ton ; Liverpool ; Congregational Union of Scotland ; Colne (seven) ; Saun- 
dersfoot ; Willenhall ; Middon ; Amble ; Nottingham ; Blaenavon ; Shotts ; 
Buckhaven ; Edinburgh ; Allenby ; Plaistow ; London ; Motherwell ; York 
(three) ; Chelmsford ; Aberdeen ; West Kent ; Dunscore ; Sideup ; Hartle- 
pool ; Caistor ; Walthamstow ; Camelon ; Grangemouth ; Watford ; Rother- 
ham ; Greasbro’; Barrow-in-Furness ; and Whitehaven ; to lie upon the 
Table = as * ida Ss ae BE ne ey ee .. 1429 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in 
favour, from Ellon; Greenock (three); Blair Athol; Broughty Ferry ; 
Kilbarchan ; Forfar ; Methlick ; Moffat ; Leslie ; and Dunscore ; to lie upon 
the Table uP si i o ne ag a Pe He .. 1450 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETW. 


Navy (VICTUALLING YARD MANUFACTURING ACCOUNTS, 1899-L900).—Annual 
Accounts presented, of the Cost of Manufacturing, Provisions, Victualling 
Stores, ete., at the Home Victualling Yards and Malta Yard for 1899-1900, 
ete., with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 82.] .. “3 .. 1430 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (GREAT BriTALN).—Copy presented, 
of Forty-tourth Report of His Majesty's Inspector of Reformatory and 
Industrial Schools for 1900. Part I. List of Schools und Detailed Reports 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Tabie .. ie ‘3 és ae .. 1430 


Paper LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House.—St. Cross Hospital, 
Winchester.—Return relative thereto [ordered 11th March ; Sir Walter 
Foster |. 
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Congested Districts (Ireland) Bill.—{Srconp Reapine.|—Order for 
Second Reading read. 
Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., NN.) .. a as sa rv i .. 1430 
Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) = Ss - 7 bya e .. 1434 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


* That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
Mr. Macartney (Antrim, 8S.) .. vs te os os 5 .. 1489 
Mr. Moore (Antrim, N) sy vf bs e. .. 1445 


Amendment proposed-- 
* To leave out the word * now, and at the end of the Question to add 
the words ‘upon this day six months.” "—(Mr. Macartney.) 


(Juestion proposed. ** That the word * now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


Discussion : 


Mr. John O'Donnell) Mayo. 8.) re ie os = bg . 1441 
Mr. Rentoul (Down, E.) i“ ee he Gs os ; .. 1459 
Mr. Hem ph ill ( Tyrone, N.) es eg - ae a ie . 1462 
Mr. Lecky (Dublin University) 5 Es ts fe ce .. 1466 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) .. & ‘ - - .. 1466 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) .. a 7 ie ao Ea 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) me .. 1476 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) .. me z, ae sie - .. 1486 


(Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 163 ; Noes, 250. (Division List No. 64.) 


Ulster Custom Bill.-[Seconp Reaping. |—Order for second Reading read. 
Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) ob jected. 
Second Reading deferred till to-morrow. .. - ‘ si iy .. 1495 


Epucation (Loca Avutrioritizs).—Bill for making better provision for the 
promotion by local authorities of education other than elementary educa 
tion: and for other purposes, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Elenry 
Hobhouse, Mr. Flower, Colonel Williams, Sir Francis Powell, Mr. Bill, and 
Mr. Lawrence. 


Education (Local Authorities) Bill —‘“For making better provision for 
the promotion by local authorities of education other than elementary 
education ; and for other purposes,” presented, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Thursday, 18th April, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 96. } ; ey : 1499 

Police Superannuation (Scotland) Bill.—The Select Committee on the 

Police Superannuation (Scotland) Bill was nominated of, The Lord Advocate, 
Mr. George Brown, Mr. Caldwell, Mr. Colville, Earl of Dalkeith, Mr. J. A. 
Dewar, Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Maxwell, Sir Lewis M‘Iver, Mr. Nicol, Mr. 
Parker Smith, Sir John Stirling-Maxwell, Mr. Stopford-Nackville, Mr. 
Tennant, and Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk). 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered. That Five be the quorum.--(Sir William Walrond.) 
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Pusiic PEritions CoMMITTEE.—Second Report brought up, and read ; to lie 

upon the Table, and to be printed .. ee - es , rr .. 1495 
0) 
34 


Adjourned at a quarter before Six of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY. 147TH MARCH, 1901. 
Several Lords took the Oath. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :—South Lancashire Tramways |H.L.]; Great Southern and 
Western Railway [H.L.]. The same were ordered to lie on the Table .. 1497 
11 
>) Stratton and Bude Gas Bill [1.L.|.-The Lord Chancellor informed 
52 the House that the promoters do not intend to proceed further with the 
Hh Bill: The Order made on Monday last discharged ; ordered. that the 
Hh Bill be not turther proceeded with ‘3 i - ” i os 3497 


76 Christ's Hospital (London) Bill [1.1.}; Leeds Churches Bill [.1.]; 
S65 St. Bartholomew's Hospital Bill [.1.]; Great Southern and Western 
Railway Bill [H.1.]. Read 2a (according to order) .. v4 se .. 1497 


Piccadilly and City Railway Bill [1.1.].—Standing Order No. 92 
considered (according to order) and dispensed with, with respect to a 
Petition of the Reverend John Fenwick Kitto: Leave given to present 
the said Petition a 1497 


45 Bristol, Clifton, and West of England Zoological Society Bill 
jut. |: Royal Exehange Assurance Bill [H.L.]: Faversham Water Bill 
[u.L.]: Sheftield District Railway Bill [1.L.]: Nitrate Railways Company 
Bill [un]. Committed i 4 me 635 ™ i a .. 1497 


Weston-super-Mare Gas Bill |11.1..|; Wisbech Water Bill [10.|: Omagh 
Gas Bill Janu: Cardiff Railway Bull [tn.p. Comunitted. The Com 
mittees to be proposed by the Comunittee of Selection . 11s 

Dover Corporation Bill [H.1.]; Poulton-le-Fylde Gas Bill [H.L.]; Pres- 
tatvn Water Bill |H.L.|: Salford Corporation Bill [H.L.]: Sheffield Corpora- 
tion Bill [u.L.|; Shields Bridge Bill [H.L.]; Omagh Gas Bill [H.1..]. Report 

- from the Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed 

” to the House to form the Select Committee for the consideration of the 

said Bills—viz.:— E. Lathom., V. Falmouth, L. Sinclair. L. Newton 

(chairman), and L. Muncaster ; agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed 

accordingly. The Committee to meet on Tuesday next, at Eleven o'clock ; 

and all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners 

praying to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, 

as also counsel for the Bill .. 3 zy - as os ss .. 1498 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Navy.—Report of the Committee appointed by the Lords Commissioners of 

the Admiralty to inquire into and report on the training and examination 

05 of Junior Naval Officers ; with the cireular announcing the changes to 
the Fleet .. = i a , i 5 me ee ae .. 1408 
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Boarp oF Epucation.—Code of Regulations for Day Schools for 1901 ; with 
schedules and appendices 

REFORMATORY AND INpUSTRIAL ScHoots (GREAT Briratn). —Forty-fourth 
Report for the year 1900, of the Inspector of Reformatory and Industrial 
Schools. Part I. List of Schools and Detailed Reports 

Mines (COURRIERES COLLIERIES).—Report to the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department by four of His Majesty's Inspectors of Mines, on the 
methods of preventing fall of roof adopted at Courrieres Collieries. 
Department of the Pas-de-Calais. France 

Cuurcu Estates ComMission.—Fiftieth Report from the Church Estates 
Commission, for the year preceding Ist March, 1901 

Cyprus.—Report for 1899-1900 

TRADE Reports (ANNUAL).—No. 2561. Western Pacific (Samoa) 

Irish LAND COMMISSION (PROCEEDINGS).—Return during the month of Novem- 
ber, 1900 on : Ss ae ze ms , 

Presented (by ¢ inieaiiadl and ordered to lie on the Table. 

SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minute, dated 7th January, 1901, granting a 
retired allowance to Mr. E. A. de Wiele, Admiralty Writer, under Section 2 
of the Act.. 

Lunacy (ScoTLanp),—Rules for the engineer and the plumber of — the 
Inverness District Asylum .. a ‘i - - - 

BANKRUPTCY COURTS (TREL AND).—Returns of the Ofticial Assignees of the 


Court of Bankruptey in Lreland and the wont courts, Belfast and Cork, for 
the vear 1900 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and wey to lie on the 


Table. 
PETITION. 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS.—Petition against the sale of, to children under sixteen 
years of age; read, and ordered to lie on the ‘Table 


Licensing Sessions Bill {H.1.] [Seconp Reapinc].—Order of the Day for 
the Second Reading read. 
The Lord Bishop of Wincheste r 
Moved, * That the Bill be now read 2a." —( The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 
Lord Bel per 
Earl Spencer 
On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2a accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House on Thursday next. 
Habitual Drunkards Bill [1.1.] (Seconp Reapine].—Order of the Day 
for the Second Reading read. 
The Lord Bishop of Winchester 


Moved, ** That the Bill be now read 2a."-—( The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 
The Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal (Lhe Marquess of Salisbury) 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2a accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House on ‘Thursday next. 
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InpDIA—Foop Supply—Revenve CoOLLECTION—FINANCE AND CURRENCY :— 
Lord Sandhurst .. 1512 
The Under Secretary of ‘State for India (The Earl of Hardwicke) . 1513 
House adjourned at twenty minutes before Six of the clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, l4ta MARCH, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Rhyl Bridge Bill (By Orprr).—Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 
Bill withdrawn. 
Gas, Light and Coke Company Bill (By Orprr). 
Reading read. 
Motion made and Question proposed— 
“ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ie s sip 3 ‘5 ‘is -- 1516 
Mr. Alban Gibbs (London) is = dis te or 5 -» JOS 
Amendment proposed— 
‘To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day six months.” “~—(.Wr. Lough.) 
Question proposed, “* That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) .. : sg _ na .. 1518 
Mr. Sydney Buxton “—_, Hamlets, Poplar) - ¥ .. 1519 
Mr. Gray (West Ham, N.) .. - 5 - se 43 .. 1520 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) .. i: os me e a .« 1520 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, EF.) . 1522 
The President si the Board tof Trade (Mr. (terald Balfour, “Leeds, 
Central) .. .» 1522 
Amendment. by leave, withdrawn 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Bill withdrawn. 
Great Eastern Railway Bill (By Orver).—Order read, for resuming 
Adjourned Debate on Amendment to Question [12th March], “ That the 
Bill be now read a second time.” 
And which Amendment was— 
* To leave out the word * now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words * upon this day six months.’ ”’—(Mr. Bell.) 
(Question again proposed, “ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Ques 
tion.” 
Mr. Penn (Lewisham) .. = a 3 nt a Me .. 1524 
Mr. Bell (Derby) ae KS ae eh, at Pe ne cd o. Love 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That the Debate be now adjourned.” 
—(Mr. Lough.) 
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The House divided ;—Ayes, 151; Noes, 160, (Division List No, 65.) 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question again proposed. 


Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 1527 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 1529 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) 1530 
The Secretary of State for the Home Deparine nt Mr. Rite hie, ( ‘rayon 1550 
Mr. Bell ; .. 1531 
Mr. Caine (6 ‘ornwall, Camborne) ; 1531 
Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, Shipley) 1531] 
Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping) 1532 
Sir Joseph Pease (Durham, Barnard Castle) 1533 
Mr. Lloyd George (Carnarvon Boroughs) 1535 
The Chairman of Committees (Mr. J. W. Lowther, ( ‘amberla nd, Penrith) 1534 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) .. 1535 
Mr. Courtney Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) 1535 
Mr. Bell “ 1535 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liver pool, Scotland) 1536 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) ba. = a . 1536 
Main Question put, and agreed to. Bill read a second time, and cosas: 
Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Committee to insert the fol- 
lowing clause :—No scheme for the establishment of a provident fund 
under this Act shall come into operation until it has been registered 
by the Registrar of Friendly Societies under the Friendly Societies 
Act —(Mr, Strachey.) 
Norti British Ratway Bin :— 
Mr. Bell .. ss - 5s + is ie - ‘ .. 1537 
Motion made and Question proposed— 
‘That it be an Instruction to the Committee to strike out sub-section 
(3) in Clause 45 of the North British Railway Bill.”—(Vr. Bell.) 
The Rarl of Dalkeith (Rorhurghsh ire) es a He -* so £908 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Private Bits (Group D)—The Chairman of Ways and Means informed the 
House that the Committee on Group D of Private Bills not being appointed 
to meet until Thursday next, the parties opposing the THeckmondwike 
Gas (Transfer) Bill, which was set down for consideration on the first day 
of the meeting of the Committee, had appeared before him and proved 
that the evidence of Arthur Frederick Goodson, Secretary to the Heek- 
mondwike Gas Company, Gas Works, Heckmondwike, was essential to 
their case, and that his attendance could not be procured without the 
intervention of the House. 
Ordered, That the said Arthur Frederick Goodson do attend the Com- 
mittee on Group D of Private Bills on Thursday next, at half-past Eleven 
of the clock —(The Chairman of Ways and Merns.) .. : .. 1538 


‘3 PETITIONS. 


ELEMENTARY EpucatTion (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION 
SCHOOLS).—Petition from Bedford, for alteration of Law : to lie upon the 
Table id = - be bs - re Re - 53 
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[NHABITED Housk Duty anp [NcoME Tax.—Petition from Westminster, for 
alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table .. is ~ ‘a a .. 1539 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE.—Petitions for extension to women, from Bolton ; 
and Longforgan ; to lie upon the Table .. Ss ip ” “ .. 1539 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY  BILL.—Petition from 
Chertsey, in favour ; to lie upon the Table me 


SaLe OF INTOXICATING Liquors TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, 
from Cleator Moor ; Wark-on-Tyne ; Gateshead (two) ; Otley ; Cuckfield ; 
Longeott and Fernham; Nigg; Holme Eden; Birmingham (three) ; 
Lincoln (one) ; Tow Law; Abersychan ; Edinburgh (four) ; Dulverton ; 
‘Teesdale ; Sheffield (three) ; Norton ; Carlisle (three) ; Chorley ; Govan ; 
New Whittington ; York (two); Hull; Tarvin; and Barrow-in-Furness ; 
to lie upon the Table is 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions 
in favour, from Wick and Pulteneytown ; Hamilton; Nigg; Cambus- 
nethan ; Dunfermline; Tomintoul; Liberton; Loanhead; Duffus; 
Edinburgh ; Rattray ; Wishaw ; Dingwall ; Newton Stewart ; Gardens- 
town; Alloa; New Muchar; Dumfries; and Keith; to lie upon the 
Table ne iz i i is * ee Be es wy .. 1539 


SOVEREIGN’s OATH ON ACCESSION BILL.—Petitions against, from Alva: Dun- 
fermline ; and Cowdenbeath ; to lie upon the Table .. ae od .. 1539 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


St. Cross HospitaL, WINCHESTER.—Return [presented 13th March] to be 
printed. [No. 83] .. i re x re se a is .. 1540 


(nurcn Estates ComMiss1on.—Copy presented, of Fiftieth Report from the 
Church Estates Commissioners for the year preceding Ist March, 1901 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. i 45 ai - .. 1540 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1887.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 7th 
January, 1901, granting a retired allowance to Mr. E. A. de Wiele, Ad- 
miralty Writer, under the Act [by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. .. 1540 


LUNACY (SCOTLAND).—Copy presented, of Rules for the Engineer and the 
Plumber of the Inverness District Asylum [by Act]; to lie upon the ‘Table 1540 


Irts) LAND COMMISSION (PROCEEDINGS).—Copy presented, of Return of Pro- 
ceedings during the month of November, 1900 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table s wa fs = - om - - .. 1540 


Bankruptcy Courts (IRELAND).—Annual Returns presented, of the Official 
Assignees of the Court of Bankruptcy in Ireland and the Local Courts, 
Belfast and Cork, for the year 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table — .. 1540 


Boarp oF Epucation (Cope 1901).—Copy presented, of Code of Regulations 
for Day Schools, with Schedules and Appendices, by the Board of Education 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. re = - ws .. 1540 


Army.—Copy presented, of Memorandum of Field Marshal Viscount Wolseley 
and of Memoranda thereon [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. .. 1540 


PapeR LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House.—Controverted 
Elections.—Further Return, Copy of Minutes of Evidence and Judgment 
in the Cockermouth Election Trial [ordered 22nd February ; Mr. Attorney 
ieneral] m ‘bs sg es - 0 és : 
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LocaL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) OrrictaLs.—Return ordered, “ showing the 
names, dates of appointments, and emoluments of all Officials transferred 
by virtue of the provisions of the Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, 
to County, District Councils, or Boards of Guardians, with the salaries of 
every such official as fixed by these bodies, or as determined by the Local 
Government Board ; the increases in the poundage rates consequent 
upon the operation of these provisions of the Act where the salaries were 
increased ; the amount proposed to be paid by these bodies to any such 
official by way of compensation or retiring allowance, and the amount 
determined by the Treasury on appeal to be payable.’—(Mr. Wyndham) 1541 
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Wines Importep.—Return ordered, ‘‘ showing the quantity of Wines, at the 
various degrees of strength, which were imported into the United Kingdom 
in 1900 from Spain, Portugal, Madeira, France, Germany, Holland, Italy, 
Australasia, and other countries (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 155, of Session 1900)."—(Mr. 7. R. Dewar.) .. x ee .. 154 


CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS.—Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that he had re- 
ceived from the Judges for the time being on the rota for the trial of Elec- 
tion Petitions the Certificate and Report relating to the Election for the 
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The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 
It being midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


SUPPLY [1st Marcu}|—Resolutions reported :— 


CIVIL SERVICE SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 
Class I. 

1. That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £35,200, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, in respect of sundry 
Pubtic Buildings in Great Britain, not provided for on other Votes.” 

2. * That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £13,000, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the vear ending on the 3Ist day of March, 1901, for Rates and 
Contributions in lieu of Rates, ete., in respect of Government Property.” 

3. That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £7,000, be granted to 
Ilis Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March 1901, for payments under 
the Tramways and Public Companies (Ireland) Act. 1883. and the Light 
Railways (Ireland) Act, 1889." 

i Class IT. 

t. * That a Supplementary sum, not exeeeding £6,000, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the vear ending on the 31st day of March, 1901. for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Department of His Majesty's Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs.” 


5. * That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £7,200, be granted to 
Ilis Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the vear ending on the 3ist day of March, 1901, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Department of His Majesty's Secretary of State for the 
Colonies.” 


6. °° That a sum. not exceeding £1.015, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3tst day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
che Office of the Lord Privy Seal.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 


First Resolution :— 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, NS.) 


Amendment proposed 
* To leave out * £35,2000 and insert * £35,100" instead thereof.” 
(Mr. Tully.) 
(Juestion proposed, * That £35,200 stand part of the Resolution.” 
Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, N.) 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) - 4 - i iY ts ie 
The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, Nt. 


Augustine's) 


Mr. John Balad (Waterford) 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Resolution agreed to. 


Second Resolution :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, er. .« L6d6 
The Financial Secretar yf rm ei Treasury ( Me. Austen Chamberlain. 
Worcestershire, [.) ee : Me ie -« LORE 
Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid) ag £ a bse .. 1678 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) Ay i <a re .. L669 


Resolution agreed to. 


Third Resolution :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy F 5 ; - = ar .. 1679 
Mr. Austen. Chamberlain cr v - * - -- LOG 
Resolution agreed to. 
Further Consideration of remaining Resolutions deferred till To-morrow. 

JluUsE OF COMMONS ACCOMMODATION.—Select Committee appointed. to consider 
whether any, and what, arrangements can be made to improve the accom- 
modation provided for the general use of Members of this House. 

Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That Five be the quorum.—(Sir William Walrond.) .. .. L680 


PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN PARLIAMENT.—Resolved, ‘That it is expedient that j 
a Select Committee be appointed to join with a Committee of the Lords to 
consider the accommodation available in the House of Lords when the 
Sovereign is personally present in Parliament, and the advisability of 
substituting Westminster Hall on such an occasion for the House of Lords. 
Ordered, That a Message be sent to the Lords to acquaint them therewith. 
—(Sir William Walrond.) sis ee - RP bx me .. L680 


Adjourned at a quarter after One of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Thursday, 28th February, 1901. 


Several Lords took the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 


F House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
‘ had laid upon the Table the Certificates 


from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bills 


F have been complied with : 


Bexley Tramways. 
Morton Carr Drainage. 
And also the Certificates that the Stand- 


‘ing Orders applicable to the following 


Bills have not been complied with :— 
Wigan Corporation Tramways. 
Watford and District Tramways. 
South Lancashire Tramways. 
Chester Corporation Tramways. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


WEST AND SOUTH LONDON | 
JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL. 


Petition of James Douglas Tetley, of | 


parliamentary agent, praying that Stand- 


‘ing Order No. 864A may be dispensed 


with, and that the Bill may be read a 
first time although the time limited by 
Standing Order 86A has expired ; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table; and 
Standing Order No. 86 to be considered 
To-morrow in order to its being dispensed 
with in respect of the said petition. 


tETURNS, REPOKTS, 
NAVY. 
I. Estimates for the year 1901-1902, 
with explanation of differences. 
II. Supplementary Estimate of His 
Majesty’s Navy, for the year 1900-1901. 
III. Statement of the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, explanatory of the Navy 
istimates, 1901-1902. 


ETC. 


LABOUR STATISTICS. 


Seventh annual abstract of labour 


| statistics of the United Kingdom, 1899- 
1900. 


ARMY. 


I. (Estimates)—Memorandum of the 
Secretary of State relative to the Army 


21, Great College Street, W estminster, | | Estimates of 1901-1902. 
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3 Royal Corps of 


II. (Yeomanry).—Report of Committee 
on the Organisation, Arms, and Equip- 
ment of the Yeomanry Force. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered | 


to lie on the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 


Order in Council, dated 9th February, 


1901, entitled “ The Persia (Regulations) | 


Order in Council, 1901.” 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889. 
Annual Statistical Report by the 
University Court of the University of 


Aberdeen to the Secretary for Scotland | 


under the provisions of the Universities 
(Scotland) Act, 1889, for the year 1899- 
1900. 


NEW SOUTH WALES. 
The Federal Elections Act, 1900. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL AND TRA- 
VERS’ FOUNDATION (CAPITAL AND 
INCOME ACCOUNTS, 1899-1900). 


Accounts of the receipt and expendi- 
ture of the capital and of the income 
derived from the lands and other property 
held for the benefit of Greenwich Hos- 
pital and the foundation of Samuel 
Travers, Esquire, for the year ended 31st 
March, 1900 ; together with the Report 
of the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon. 


CHURCH TEMPORALITIES (IRELAND). 


Report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General upon the account of the Irish 
Land Commission in respect of Church 
Temporalities in Ireland, for the year 
ended 31st March, 1900; together with 
the Account for the above period, and 
that from 26th July, 1869 (the date of 
the Irish Church Act), to 31st March, 
1900. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 


Minutes, by the Board of Education, 
sanctioning the subjects to be taught 
under Clause 8 of the Technical Instruc- 
tion Act, 1889, for (1) the county of the 
Isle of Wight (4th minute); (2) the 
county borough of Oldham (&th minute) ; 
(3) the county of the soke of Peter- 
borough (8th minute). 


{LORDS} 


large as it is, scarcely suffices for our 








Constructors. 4 


COUNTY COURTS (ENGLAND) (FEES). 
Treasury Order, dated 22nd February, 


| 1901, regulating court fees in County 


Courts. 


LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANIES. 

Statement of account and of life 
assurance and annuity business, and 
abstracts of actuarial reports, deposited 
with the Board of Trade under ‘“ The Life 
Assurance Companies Act, 1870,” during 
the year ended 31st December, 1900. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 





HOUSE OF LORDS OFFICES 
COMMITTEE. 
The Lord Kintore (Z. Kintore) added 
to the Committee. 


ROYAL CORPS OF CONSTRUCTORS, 
*Lorp BRASSEY: My Lords, I rise 
to call attention to the Report of the 
Departmental Committee appointed by 
the Admiralty under the Earl of North- 
brook, recommending the constitution of 
the Royal Corps of Constructors, and to 
the increasing duties and responsibilities 
of the professional officers at the Admi- 
ralty and dockyards. In introducing this 
subject I make no reflection on the Board 
of Admiralty or on Sir William White. 
The faults which I shall endeavour to 
point out are not of recent date. They 
are more or less inherent in any system 
which must be administered under rigid 
rules. To Sir William White the highest 
praise is due. A noble fleet has been 
constructed for the Navy under his 
direction, and to his ability the highest 
testimony is borne by the leading men of 
his own profession, abroad as well as at 
ome. 

Turning to the general question, it is 
the settled policy of the country that the 
British Navy should be maintained at 
such a standard of strength as will secure 
the integrity of the Empire, and ade- 
quately protect our lines of communica- 
tion across the ocean. The number of 
men voted for the Navy has been doubled 
since I first entered Parliament, while the 
sum voted for new construction in the 
last Estimates prepared by Lord Goschen 
was no less than £8,460,000. There are 
some who think that our expenditure, 
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needs. When, however, we compare the 
shipbuilding Votes of our own Navy with 
those of France and Russia, and note the 
fact that, taken together, the combined 
expenditure of the two Powers is con- 
siderably less than that incurred for the 
British Navy; and if we further take 
into view that shipbuilding is more costly | 
elsewhere than with us, it seems a clear 
duty, before adding to Estimates, to secure 
the most effective application of the vast 
sums which the wise liberality of Parlia- 
ment has already placed in the hands of 
the Admiralty. 

~ In the department of construction all 
depends on the scientific attainments of 
the naval architect and the practical 
knowledge and experience of the ship- 
builder. The professional work for the 
British Navy requires a large body of 
officers. It has been the policy of the 
Government to recruit for this service | 
from the more promising students at the 
dockyard schools, and to train them at the 
public expense. The training is admirable. 
The positions opened to these highly- 
trained men, more especially on_ first 
entering the service, long remained un- 
satisfactory. The necessity for an im- 
provement in the status of the constructive | 
branch was brought before Lord North- 
brook by Sir Houston Stewart, who was 
for many years an able and popular Con- 
troller of the Navy. On his advice a 
Departmental Committee was appointed, 
over which, as Civil Lord of the Admi- | 
ralty, I had the honour to preside. My | 
colleagues were the late Sir Geoffrey 
Hornby, Mr. George Rendell, and Sir 
Nathaniel Barnaby. The leading witness 
was Sir William White. 

Following, as we so often do in matters 
naval, the lead taken by France, a 
Royal School of Naval Architects had | 
been established in 1864 at South Ken- 
sington. The sehool was subsequently 
transferred to the Naval College at. 
Greenwich. The English training was 
i no respect inferior to the French. On | 
the practical side it was perhaps superior. 
We had failed, as I have said, to provide | 
suitable positions for our highly-trained | 
men. On completing an elaborate course 
of professional study, the only position 
open to the students was that of an 
established workman, with the prospect 
of an early appointment as a_ supple- 
mentary dockyard draughtsman. In | 
France, on the completion of their course, 
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of the Génie Maritime. Sir Houston 
Stewart recommended an organisation for 
the British Navy similar to that estab- 
lished in France. This scheme was 
approved by the Committee. The 
result was the constitution of ;the 
present Royal Corps of Constructors. 
The new organisation substantially im- 
proved the position of the junior officers. 
It was more difficult to deal with the 
superior ranks, and quite impossible to 
provide for special cases under fixed 
rules. I need not trouble your Lordships 
by going through the list in detail. It is 
sufficient to say that in the case of the 
Royal Corps of Constructors, as indeed in 
all branches of the public service, we find 
a tendency to employ large numbers, 
while there are but few valuable appoint- 
ments. 

The Corps of Constructors, like every 
other properly organised body, should 
be under a head whose superior authority 
is fully acknowledged. ‘The chief should 
be supported by a stronger staff, under 
more direct responsibility to the country 
than at present. To Sir William White’s 
the opportunity is too 
rarely given of making a name by pro- 
fessional ability and exertion. In the 
public service honours are coveted even 
more than pecuniary rewards. The C.B. 
has been given to three members of the 
clerical staff of the Secretary’s Department 
at the Admiralty. No such mark of 
distinction has been given to any officers 
serving under Sir William White, whether 
at the Admiralty or the dockyards. It 
seems hardly consistent that the skill and 
ingenuity required to design and build a 
first-class battleshipshould be less rewarded 
than the performance, however efficient, of 
administrative duties. The Admiralty 
alone can judge as to the claims of 
individuals to an increase of emoluments, 
cr to honorary rewards. This, how- 
ever, is certain, that many members 
of the Corps of Constructors—and not 
rarely the ablest—leave the public 
service. To give only a few examples. 
The well-known shipbuilding yard of 
Clydebank is under the management of 
Mr. Luke; the Barrow yard of the 
Vickers-Maxim Company is under Mr. 
Dunn, from whose designs a most power- 
ful battleship has recently been built for 
Japan ; the Armstrong shipbuilding yard 
is under Mr. Watts, whose cruisers, in 
the opinion of some authorities, have not 


the students at once become junior officers their match in any navy; the yard at 
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Fairfield is under Professor Elgar, who 
ave up the appointment of Director of 
ockyards in order to take the manage- 

ment. To this list I might add Mr. 

Biles, Professor at the Glasgow Univer- 

sity and in large and lucrative practice as 

a consulting naval ‘architect. All these 

gentlemen are in receipt of emoluments 

of from £3,000 to £4,000 a year upwards. 

Lastly, we have the cases of Sir Edward 


Reed and Sir William White, both of whom | 


had left the Admiralty to take more 
advantageous positions and were brought 
back not without difficulty to fill the post 
of Director of Naval Construction. When 
we have to deal with the employment of 
labour and the economical use of materials 
on a vast scale, and with designing work 
requiring talent of a high order, the wide 
contrast between the practice of our 
private employers and the cast-iron rules 
of the Treasury gives occasion for very 
grave reflection. 

The condition of things which obtains 
to-day differs little from that described in 
the Memorandum which formed the basis 
of the reference to the Committee on Con- 
structors. Sir Houston Stewart objected 
that— 

“No proper provision was made for men 
stunted of the Naval College. Year by year 
their numbers increased, and no permanent 

ositions were open to them of the character 
or which their training specially fitted them. 
There was consequently a great amount of 
dissatisfaction, and a large proportion quitted 
the Admiralty service as soon as possible.” 


The temptation offered to men of the’ 
to exaggerate the importance of this 


highest qualifications must always exist, 
but it should be possible to reduce its 
influence. In the constructive branch at 
the Admiralty, in so far as it is known 
to the public at large, responsibility seems 
unduly centralised. The Royal yacht 
has been a conspicuous instance. The 
want of stability when first put into 
water was the result 
in matters of detail, for which 
those subordinate to the Director of 
Naval ,Construction should have been 
responsible. But Sir William White 
accepted the entire responsibility. It 
was chivalrous. It has brought out 
the more strongly our undue dependence 
on a single officer. 
vast expenditure of thirteen millions 
sterling on shipbuilding, repairs, and 


maintenance, it is clearly wrong that the | 


{LORDS} 


of carelessness | 
work must always be a matter of constant 


In dealing with a | 
/one or two respects, no doubt inadver- 
tently, he has slightly misrepresented 








credit for success. The country should 
have an assurance that he has around him 
a staff able to share in his responsibility, 
and qualified for promotion to the highest 
posts. This is the conclusion to which 
I hope I have brought your Lord- 
ships. It is, perhaps, desirable to impress 
these views on the Treasury even more 
than on the Board of Admiralty. 

It is an obvious remark that conditions 
which have been gradually brought about 
cannot be suddenly changed. To sur- 
round and support the Director of Con- 


‘struction with a staff in the position for- 


merly held by the members of the Council 
of Naval Construction must be the work 
of time. High appointments should 
clearly be the reward of approved merit. 
In dealing with that difficult branch 
of their administration, to which I 
have called attention, I would respect- 
fully urge that the Admiralty should be 
allowed by the Treasury a free hand to 
do what is best for the public advantage. 


*THE FIRST LORD or tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (The Earl of SELBORNE): My 
Lords, the noble Lord who has just sat 
down has, even in the presence of such 
high authorities as I see around me, a 
very particular qualification for bringing 
this subject under the notice of the House, 
for, as he himself has told you, he was 
the chairman of the Committee upon 
whose Report and recommendation the 
Office of Naval Construction and_ the 
Royal Corps of Naval Constructors were 
constituted. I do not think it is possible 


branch of Admiralty work. The Con- 
troller’s department is, I think, the chief 
department at the Admiralty, and in the 
Controller’s department the branch under 
the Director of Naval Construction is 
the most important. Consequently, the 
organisation and working and the future 
prospects of this branch of Admiralty 


anxiety to any First Lord or any Board 
of Admiralty. 

Before touching briefly on the large 
principles which the noble Lord has 
raised, perhaps he will allow me to follow 
him in the historical retrospect which he 
sketched out, and to point out that in 


the exact position of affairs. For in- 


Director of Construction should bear all| stance, the noble Lord laid consider- 
the blame for failure and receive all the | able stress upon the fact that the 


Lord Brassey. 
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Admiralty had lost many—I think the 
word he used was “ many ”—of the more 
promising naval constructors because the 
prospects open to them in the Admiralty 
yards are not so favourable as, and are 
not x sufficient counter attraction to, the 
prospects offered by the private yards. I 
do not profess to have examined at 
length into the position of affairs that 
obtained in this respect before the year 
1883, which was the year in which the 
Committee appointed by Lord North- 
brook, and of which the noble Lord was 
chairman, sat; but I find that since that 
year — the year the Royal Corps of 
Constructors was constituted — only 
four naval constructors have left 
the Admiralty yards for engagements 
in private yards before they reached 
their proper term of pension. One uf the 
four was Mr. Watts, who succeeded Sir 
William (then Mr.) White at the Elswick 
Works when he left to join the Admi- 
ralty, and another was a gentleman whom 
Mr. Watts took with him. Besides those 
four there was Mr. Dunn, who, as the 
noble Lord stated, joined the Vickers- 
Maxim Works; but he retired in the 
ordinary course at the age of 60 with a 
pension, and then took, as he was 
entitled to do, this private employment. 

I do not think, therefore, that it is 
quite accurate for the noble Lord to say 
that the Admiralty has lost in recent 
years the services of many of its more 
promising young constructors; and I[ 
attribute the fact that on the whole the 
national service has proved sutfticiently 
attractive to these gentlemen mainly to 
the labours of the Committee over which 
the noble Lord so ably presided. Before 
that Committee sat there was only one 
avenue through which appointments could 
be obtained in the construction branch of 
the Admiralty, and that was through an 
apprenticeship in the Royal dockyards. 
Since that time there have been three 
separate avenues established, and the 
career has always been open to private 
individuals who had the necessary training 
and could pass the examination. The 
corps now consists of seventy-seven mem- 
bers, all graduated, as is the traditional 
habit with any body of public servants, in 
rank and salaries. 

It is perfectly true that in the Royal 


Corps of Constructors, as in the public | 
| either as to an increase in the number of 


service generally, young men of special 


merit cannot be offered the special prizes | 
Every | 


that private employers offer. 
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| officer in the public service has to appear 


in the Estimates with a definite status 
and a definite salary, and it is no more in 
my power than it is inthe power of the 
head of any other Department to single 
out A or B and give him special induce- 
ments to remain, whether in the shape of 
bonuses or an increase of salary. Every 
man is obliged to work up in his grade, and 
all that the head of the Department can 
do is to give in these cases special and 
speedy promotion. But that on the whole 
the service has not proved unattractive 
is, I think, shown by the fact that, with 
all the inducements which the private 
yards can offer, only four have left the 
Admiralty service during the last seven- 
teen years before they had reached a 
pensionable age. In another respect, 
also, I think I can correct a slight inac- 
curacy on the part of the noble Lord. 
He said, I think, that, with the exception 
of Sir William White, no members of 
this corps had received any recognition 
in the shape of an honour, while the 
Secretary's branch of the Admiralty 


had received several such rewards. 
That is not quite the case. Mr. Stainer, 
the civil assistant to the Admiral 


Superintendent of Portsmouth Dockyard, 
received the honour of a C.B. in 1897. 
The noble Lord, after sketching the 
history of the construction department of 
the Admiralty, proceeded to draw the 
moral that that department was unduly 
centralised, and had more work than its 
present staff could properly perform, and 
he ascribed that state of affairs to the 
unsympathetic reception which the pro- 
posals of the Admiralty met with at the 
Treasury. I presume that all First 
Lords of the Admiralty—I am speak- 
ing in the presence of three noble 
Lords who have held that position-— 
have felt that they could very much 
improve the Treasury ; but in this case it 
would be most unfair, if there is any 
deficiency in staff or over-centralisation in 
the Department, to lay the blame at the 
door ot the Treasury. I speak in the 
presence of Lord Goschen, whom I have 
only just had the honour of succeeding at 
the Admiralty, and I am sure my noble 
friend will agree with me when I say that 
up to the time of his leaving the office all 
the proposals which were put forward by 
the Director of Naval Construction, 


his staff or an improvement in the posi- 
tion of individual members of the corps, 
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had been finally adopted by the Board and 
sanctioned by the Treasury. Therefore 
it would be strictly inaccurate and unfair 
to lay at the door of the Treasury any 
blame for deficiencies in this Department, 
if deficiencies there be. 

I cannot pass over without notice the 


noble Lord’s allusion to the accident to | 
There is nothing new | 
the whole of the | 


the Royal yacht. 
to be said about it ; 
facts are well known. It is a matter of 
great anxiety and concern, to nobody 
more than to Sir William White. No 
man Jess deserved that such an accident 
should have occurred in the middle of his 
great career and public service. What 
the noble Lord who introduced this sub- 
ject said as to the reputation of Sir 
William White was in no sense exagge- 
rated. The services he has rendered to 
this country can only be described in the 
words “very great,’ and it is indeed un- 
fortunate that, out of the 220 ships 
which up to the beginning of last year 
had been designed, the only one in which 
any error in calculation existed was the 
one most calculated to draw public atten- 
tion to it. 


{LORDS} 


I ain afraid I have detained your Lord- | 


ships at undue length, but I cannot sit 


down without dealing with what is really | 


the gist of the observations which 
the noble Lord addressed to the House. 
His reason for bringing the question 
forward was his fear that the Director of 
Naval Construction is overburdened with 
work, and that his department is too 
centralised. I am the last person in the 
world to say there cannot be any over- 
centralisation at the Admiralty. It is one 
of the great difficulties that we have to 
endeavour to fight against in all 
our public Departments. You cannot 
have the advantages of a system without 
the disadvantages. The great advantage 
in our democratic system with respect to 
these great Services is that the public 
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may be asked in Parliament, the ten- 
dency ofithat pressure is towards centrali- 
sation. 

Again, our system requires naturally 
| and properly very strict financial control. 
The stricter and more rigid the financial 
control, the more difficult it is for 
the Minister to  decentralise. If 
responsibility for every penny spent is 
centred in the head of the Department or 
one of his principal officers the work of 
devolving authority throughout the 
branches of a Department scattered all 
over the world becomes well-nigh im- 
possible. At the same time [ recognise 
that it is the duty of the head of any 
Department like the Admiralty to fight 
constantly against this tendency and 


'to endeavour to increase devolution 
and decentralisation. This I _ shall 
always strive to the utmost to do. 


Also Iam not prepared to say that the 
present staff of the Director of Naval 
| Construction is sufficient for all the work 
that is thrown upon him. At present. 
the Director has twenty-nine assistants in 
| the Admiralty, but the Vote for construc- 
| tion is constantly increasing and shows 
no tendency to diminish, nor am I pre- 
pared to say that it ought. 

The noble Lord mentioned incidentally 
that in recent years our Vote for con- 
struction had been greater than the Vote 


‘for construction of France and Russia 


combined. That is so. The House may 
be interested to learn that in the five 
years that end on 3lst March, I calculate 
roughly that the money spent on construc- 
tion in this country would have exceeded 
the money spent on construction in France 
and Russia combined by about £4,300,000. 
I do not say that that is too much, or 
that it is alone a test of whether all that 
should be done has been done. Many 
other things have to be taken into con- 
sideration in addition to expenditure of 
money, but at all events it is an indication 


interest is so keen that it gives an un-| that we have not fallen behind in our con- 


feigned support to any Government which 
endeavours to maintain the Services in a 
proper state of efficiency. But there 
follows the inevitable thirst for informa- 


tion from Parliament—a thirst for informa- | 


tion that requires an answer to be ready 
on every conceivable question of detail. 
That must necessarily tend to centralisa- 
tion, however much you may fight against 
it. If you have to have in a pigeon-hole 


| struction to the degree that some people 
_ would have the country believe. All that, 
of course, must increase the work of the 
| Constructor and hisassistants. Therefore 
I am not prepared to dispute the noble 
| Lord’s general contention, that as the work 
| increases so also must the staff. The 
noble Lord says it is very important 
|that the staff in this department of 
the Admiralty should be able to 


from which you can draw it at a day’s | continue the work from administration 
notice the answer to any question which | to administration and from generation to 


Lord B rassey. 
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generation without depending entirely | 


on the genius of one man, who in the 


ordinary circumstances of affairs could | 


not be permanent. I entirely agree with 
him. 

It is absolutely necessary that provision 
should be made for the continuation of 
the work, and you cannot choose for the 


position of Director of Navai Constructior. | 


a public servant solely on the grounds 
that he has honestly and laboriously for 
many years served his country. You 
want more than a man well trained and 
of the highest qualities and devotion 
to the public service. You want a 
man with something like genius, or at 
any rate a spark of genius. The 
designing of a battleship is one of the 
greatest efforts of human imagination, as 
well as a triumph of mechanical educa- 
tion and of mathematical knowledge. If 
the Royal Corps of Constructors at any 


time is unable to furnish a man with | 
course the Admiralty could not have given 


qualifications sufficient for so great a 
post, then in my opinion the Board 
ought not to be limited to that body for 
their selection. It is better that a man 
of superior intellect and higher profes- 
sional qualifications should be taken from 
outside the public service rather than a 
man of lower qualifications from inside. 
What we should prefer would be that 
the corps should he so constituted and 
should receive such a succession of pro- 
mising young constructors from the differ- 
ent sources of supply that it should in 
course of time become self-contained. 
The importance of the subject must be 
my excuse for having gone on beyond 
the limits that I had laid down for myself. 
I can only thank the noble Lord for 
bringing the question before the House, 
and assure him that I believe matters 
have certainly improved upon the state 
which he found before his Committee sat, 
and that the work he did has helped 
forward a final solution. 


NAVAL MANCEUVRES AND MERCHANT 
SHIPPING, 

Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I beg 
to ask His Majesty’s Government whether 
in April of last year the Merchant Service 
Guild drew attention to the dangers to 
merchant shipping caused by naval ships 


maneeuvring at night time without lights ; 
then | 


whether this 
assured by the 


organisation was 
Admiralty that the 


greatest care is taken on the occasions | 
in question to avoid accident ; whether in | 
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the following July, H.M.S. “ Trafalgar,’ 
steaming without lights, collided with the 
passenger steamer “ King Orry ” ; and, if 
so, whether the Admiralty have taken 
any further steps in averting th® appal- 


ling loss of life which may at any time 


arise through the practice referred to. 


*THE Eart or SELBORNE: The noble 
Lord asks me whether in April of last 
year the Merchant Service Guild drew 


‘attention to the dangers to merchant 


shipping caused by naval ships manceuvr- 
night time without lights. 
I am informed that the Admiralty 
had no communication of any sort 
with this body before October of last 
year.t The noble Lord’s second question 
was whether this organisation was then 
assured by the Admiralty that the 
greatest care is taken on the occasions in 
question to avoid accident. As there 
was no communication at that time, of 


this assurance. If there had been, the 
Admiralty would certainly have done so, 
because under all circumstances the 
greatest care is taken when His Majesty’s 
ships have to manceuvre without lights 
to avoid accidents. The third question 


‘which the noble Lord asked was whether 


in the following July H.M.S. “ Trafalgar,” 
steaming without lights, collided with the 
passenger steamer “King Orry” ; and, 
if so, whether the Admiralty have taken 
any further steps in averting the appalling 
loss of life which may at any time arise 
through the practice referred to. So far 


_as I can gather, there has never been any 


other occasion on which any one of His 
Majesty’s ships when navigating without 
lights has ever collided with another 


‘ship; and as on this occasion, owing to 


the skill of the officers in command, both 
of the “Trafalgar” and the passenger 
steamer, the collision that took place was 
very slight and no loss of life occurred, I 
am not prepared to admit that the risk is a 
serious one in any degree. This being 
so, I cannot consent to take any steps 
that would hinder the practice of the 
Navy in evolutions which are absolutely 


‘necessary for a proper training for war. 


AMBULANCE WAGONS AND 
HOSPITAL TENTS. 


Lorp RIBBLESDALE: My Lords, I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 


ARMY 


+ See correction, Ist March. 











15 Army Ambulance Wagons 


for War whether, in view of the time 
which must elapse before any conclusions 
can be arrived at upon the larger ques- 
tions raised by the suggestions in Part 
IV. of the Report of the Royal Commis- 
sion upon the care and treatment of the 
sick and wounded in the South African 
campaign, he can give the House an as- 
surance that such matters as improvement 
in ambulance wagons and hospital tents 
referred to therein have already received 
the attention of the War Office. As 
your Lordships are aware, Part IV. of 
the Report concerns itself with sugges- 
tions with a view of remedying defects, 
and recommends the appointment at some 
early convenient time of a Departmental or 
other Committee of experts to inquire into 
and report upon the steps necessary to be 
taken. The two points in the list of 
suggested reforms to which my question 
refers are the improvement of the existing 
ambulance wagons and the selection and 
employment of the form of hospital tents 
best suited for the reception of sick and 
wounded in a campaign. 

I hope that in putting this question I 
shall net interfere in any way with the 
process of digestion and assimilation 
which we were told the other night was 
needed before the Secretary of State 
could take any step of the kind recom- 
mended by the Commission. We must 
all recognise, if what I have called the 
larger questions raised by the suggestions 
in Part IV. of the Report—which I take 
to be from No. 1 to No. 5 on page 69 
—are to be the basis of the reference to the 
Committee or Commission which is likely 
to be appointed, that that would involve 
a considerable reconstruction of the whole 
of our Army medical system, both in time 
of peace and of war. That, I admit, is a 
very large order, though I think everyone 
who has read the evidence given before 
the Hospital Commission and their Report 
must admit that such reconstruction is 
very desirable. However, I am perfectly 
willing to rest content with the promise 
which was given in another place that on 
the major points there will be a thorough 
investigation. But although I quite agree 
that, grammatically, the two points in my 
question are governed by the first para- 
graph of Part [V., and so are included in 
the subject-matter which the Commis- 
sioners suggest an expert Committee should 
inquire into and report upon, I think that 
so much ground has been cleared upon 
those two points by the evidence given 


Lord kibblesdale. 


{LORDS} 
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before the Hospital Commission, and by 
the actual experience of the Commission, 
that the Government might do something 
to effect an improvement so far as am- 
bulance wagons and hospital tents are 
concerned without further delay. The 
Commissioners reported— 

“With regard to the bearer companies, we 
are not satisfied with the ambulance wagons 
which are now being supplied to them. We 
have tried these wagons. We found them 
very heavy, requiring a large number of mules 
to draw them, and very jolty and uncom- 
fortable. The type of wagon used appears not 
to have been materially changed or improved 
upon for many years. We cannot help think- 
ing that this type of ambulance could be and 
should be improved.” 


With regard to tents, the Commissioners 
say— 

‘‘We saw, during our journeys in South 
Africa, some other tents which appeared to us 
to be superior to the ordinary marquee-tents. 
For instance, we think that the tortoise-tent, 
a well-known type, is better for a war like the 

resent, though not suited to places like 
ndia.” 


The Commissioners then commend the 
E. P. Indian tent, and go on to say— 

“ Another tent which we also observed used 
to good purpose, especially for enteric fever 
patients, was the ordinary Ordnance Store 
tent.” 

The early part of the year—a dangerous 
time for enteric fever—has arrived ; and 
it would be satisfactory to know that in 
regard to these matters at least something 
has already been done by the War Office. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror WAR (Lord Rac.an): 
My Lords, I am glad to be able to assure 
the noble Lord that the two points which 
he mentioned have already received, and 
will continue to receive, the closest atten- 
tion of the War Office. Changes are in 
contemplation in the pattern both of the 
ambulanees and of the hospital tents, 
and experiments are now being made. 
But it is extremely difficult to find the 
ideal tent or the ideal wagon ; and at 
present it is undesirable to put a stop to 
inquiry and experiment. Otherwise we 
might order a large number of wagons 
and tents in haste and repent at leisure, 
for we might find ourselves saddled with 
articles not only undesirable in them- 
selves, but which, from their numbers 
and cost, might prevent more efficient 
appliances being supplied. 

The War Office is most anxious to 
benefit by the experience of officers who 
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1! Private Bill 


have been in South Africa, some of whom 
are not yet home; but I may inform 
the noble Lord that up to the present 
the following steps have been taken :—In 
July last a new pattern ambulance was 
built to the specification of the Royal 
Army Medical Corps and was sent down 
to Aldershot for experiment and report. 
This wagon is 1 ewt. lighter than the 
old pattern,-and it carries moremen. The 
old pattern carried twelve men seated, 
or four seated and twe on stretchers. 
The new pattern carries fourteen seated, 
or six seated and four cnstretchers. We 
have obtained as much imformation as 
possible about the ambulances in use in 
foreign armies, especially about the 
Austrian ambulance, of which many 
favourable reports have been received. 
This type has been sent to Aldershot 
for report, and will then be sent to 
Woolwich, where the officials will confer 
with officers of the Royal Army Medical 
Corps and of the transport department 
who have recently returned from South 
Africa, The question of tents, as the 
noble Lord knows, is much complicated by 
the question of climate. The tortoise- 
tents were at first reported on very 
favourably from South Africa ; but recent 
reports have not been quite so good. It 
is not the ideal tent in bad weather ; and 
another, more satisfactory, seems to have 
been found. Trials of many kinds of 
tents were made last summer and autumn. 
Although there is unusual pressure at the 
War Office, no time will be lost in remedy- 
ing any defects which can be dealt with 
immediately. 


orp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
I think we all agree that there is no fault 
to find with regard to the good intentions 
expressed on behalf of the War Office. 
But I think we have a right to know 
whether anything has already been done 
to supplement the present old-fashioned 
ambulance wagons in use in South Africa. 
Have any wagons of a better type, such 
as those used by the voluntary hospitals, 
been sent out? Such steps would not 
only be for the comfort of the wounded, 
but would be extremely valuable from 
the point of view of the experiments 


which are being conducted, and which | 


could be better carried out in South 
Africa than at Aldershot. As to tents, 
the Commissioners say— 

‘“We think that the tortoise-tent, a well- 
known type, is better for a war like the 
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present, though not suited to places like India. 
A better tent still for many purposes is the 
‘E.P.’ Indian tent which we saw at Stander- 
ten and Charlestown, although it is somewhat 
heavy. Another tent which we also observed 
used to good purpose, especially for enteric 
fever patients, was the ordinary Ordnance 
Store tent.” 


Have steps been taken to have a large sup- 


| ply of the different kinds of tents, men- 


tioned by the Commissioners in their Re- 
port, for the present purposes of the war ? 
It is natural that it should be thought 
desirable, if it is necessary to supplement 
the number of tents already in South 
Africa, that the Government should sup- 
plement them by the provision of a large 
number of tents of the kind indicated by 
the Commission appointed by the Govern- 
ment. 


Lorp RAGLAN: So far as I gather 
from their Report, the Commissioners do 
not say that a large number of supple- 
mentary tents are required in South 
Africa, but they recommend that a Com- 
mittee should be appointed to choose a 
pattern of tent for the future. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My ques- 
tion is, Has a further quantity of tents 
been sent out or not, and have steps been 
taken to send to South Africa suppie- 
mentary ambulance wagons likely to be 
more comfortable than those at present 
in use ¢ 


Lorp RAGLAN: Experiments are 
being made as to the best sort of tent. 
I am not aware that supplementary tents 
are required, but I will inquire. 


House adjourned at half-past Five 
of the clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, 28th February, 1901 


One other Member took and_ sub- 


seribed the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS [Lords] 
(STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED 
WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER Jaid 


upon the Table 


Report from one of the Examiners of 
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Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | Greenwich, ordered to be brought in by 
case of the Petitions for the following | Mr. Jesse Collings and Mr. Secretary 
Bills, originating in the Lords, the Stand- | Ritchie. 

ing Orders have not been complied with, | 

Viz. :— | | METROPOLIT: AN POLICE PROVISIONAL 


Chester Corporation Tramways. aernee eae 


South Lancashire Tramways. | “ To confirm a Provisional Order made 
Watford and District Tramways. | by one of His Majesty’s Principal Secre- 
Wigan Corporation Tramways. | taries of State under the Metropolitan 


d ‘ : ) é 
Ordered, That the Report be referred | — oe gg ‘* fag poet oe ex 
to the Select Committee on Standing | jands in the parishes of Erith ; Banstead; 
Orders. /St. John, Horselydown ; St. Leonard, 
| Shoreditch ; Clapham ; and Greenwich,” 

presented accordingly, and read the 

‘first time; to be referred to the Ex. 

aminers of Petitions for Private Bills, and 

to be printed. [Bill 73.] 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 

case of the Petition for the following aaa 

Bill, the Standing Orders have not been 

’ s x d a | ] Ald i sal To 

complied with, viz. :— | PETITIONS. 
London County Council (Tramways ees 

and Street Widenings). | BEER BILL. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred Petition from Sandhurst, in favour; 
to the Select Committee on Standing | to lie upon the Table. 
Orders. 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
(NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). TLON SCHOOLS). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table) Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Report from one of the Examiners of | Cardiff ; Colne ; Queensbury ; Birming- 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the ham; Widnes ; Gateshead ; and Drigh- 
case of the following Bill, referred on the | jington ; to lie upon the Table. 

First Reading thereof, no Standing 
Orders are applicable, viz. :— FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF 
Thames and Severn Provisional Order WOMEN’S DISABILITIES BILL. 
Bill. Petition from London, in favour; to 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second lie upon the Table. 
time To-morrow. _ _ 
POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNU- 


, ATION ACT, 1896. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM.- | 


WAYS AND STREET WIDENINGS). Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Petition for Bill ; referredtothe Select Barnet; Wimborne and ( ranborne ; 
Committee on Standing Orders. Aberavon ; and Martley; to lie upon 


the Table. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER. SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TQ 
Bill to confirm a Provisional Order ee = ; 
made by one of His Majesty’s Principal | Petitions in favour, from Partick ; 
Secretaries of State under the Metro-| and Colchester ; to lie upon the Table. 
politan Police Act, 1886, and the, 
Metropolitan Police Courts Act, 1897, | SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTH- 
relating to Jandsin the parishes of Erith ; SHIRE). 
Banstead; St. John, Horselydown; St.| Petition from Colchester, for altera- 
Leonard, Shoreditch; Clapham; and | tion of law ; to lie upon the Table. 
| 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, 
COUNTY COURTS, ENGLAND (FEES). 

Copy presented, of Treasury Order, 
dated 22nd February, 1901, regulating 
Court Fees in County Courts [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


ETC. 


MILITARY WORKS ACTS, 1897 AND 1899. 
Account presented, for the period 
ended 31st March, 1900, together with 
the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 66.] 


BOARD OF TRADE (LABOUR DEPART- 
ENT). 

Copy presented, of Seventh Annual 
Abstract of Labour Statistics of the 
United Kingdom, 1899-1900 [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 


PIERS AND HARBOURS (PROVISIONAL | 


ORDERS). 

Copy presented, of Report by the Board 
of Trade of their Proceedings under the 
General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, and 
the General Pier and Harbour <Act 
(1861) Amendment Act [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 67. } 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 
Copy presented, of Order in Council, 
dated 9th February, 1901, entitled the 
Persia (Regulations) Order in Council, 
1901 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 
Copies presented, of Minutes sanction- 
ing the subjects to be taught under 
Clause 8 of the Technical Instruction 
Act, 1889, for the following counties and 
borough :— 
County of the Isle of Wight (Fourth 
Minute), dated 7th December, 1900 : 
County of the Soke of Peterborough 
(Eighth Minute), dated 18th Janu- 
ary, 1901 ; 
County Borough of Oldham (Eighth 
Minute), dated 25th January, 1901 


[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY (ORDNANCE FACTORIES) SUP.- | 
PLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 1900-1901). 


Copy presented, of Estimate of the 
Further Amount required during the 
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year ending 31st March, 1901, to defray 
the expense of the Ordnance Factories 
[by Command]; referred to the Com- 
mittee of Supply, and to be printed. 
[No. 65.] 

ON 


ARMY (MEMORANDUM 


ESTIMATES). 

Copy presented, of Memorandum of 
the Secretary of State relating to the 
Army Estimates of 1901-2 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


INDIA (NORTH-WEST 
FRONTIER). 

Copy presented, of Papers regarding 
British relations with the neighbouring 
Tribes on the North-West Frontier of 
India and Punjab Frontier Administra- 
tion [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EAST 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
Secretary for Scotland appointing the 
Police Cells at Haddington to be a legal 
Prison for the detention of untried pri- 
soners for a period not exceeding fourteen. 
days before or during trial, and of con- 
victed prisoners for a period not exceeding 
seven days from the date of conviction 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND) DIETARIES. 

Copy presented, of Rules made by the 
Secretary for Scotland under the Prisons 
(Scotland) Act, 1877, establishing new 
rates of Dietaries for the several classes 
of prisoners [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LOCAL REGISTRATION OF TITLE 
(IRELAND) ACT, 1891, aND SMALL 


DWELLINGS ACQUISITION ACT, 1899 

(RULES). 

Copy presented, of Rules made by the 
Judge nominated as an additional Land 
Judge for the purposes of the Local 
Registration of Title (Ireland) Act, 1891, 
with the approval of the Lord Chancellor 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS, 1901-1902 (VOTE ON 
ACCOUNT). 

Estimate presented, showing the 


several Services for which a Vote on 
| Account is required for the year ending 


31st March, 1902 [by Command] ; 




















23 (Juestions. 


Referred to the Committee of Supply, 
and to be printed. [No. 68.] 


ALLOTMENTS (SCOTLAND). 
Return ordered, “ of all Lands acquired 
in Scotland for Allotments under the 
Allotments (Scotland) Act, 1892, and the 
Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894, 
showing in how many cases requisitions 


by the Parish Council to the County | 


Council for the compulsory acquisition 
ot Land for Allotments have been made, 
and with what result. 





Number of Allotments | Number of 


Parish | *‘" ee 
| granted, giving par- | cases where 
and |,,. reek 5 
county, | ticulars of acreage and Allotments 


rental. refused. 


—(Mr. Eugene Wason.) 


PAUPERISM (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(MONTHLY STATEMENTS). 

Return ordered, “ of Statements for 
each month of the year 1901 of the 
number of paupers (except lunatics in 
county and borough asylums, registered 
hospitals and licensed houses, and va- 
grants) in receipt of relief in England and 
Wales (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 135, of Session 1900).’— 
(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 


QUESTIONS. 
SOUTH AFRICA-—-INQUIRY INTO THE 
CONDUCT OF THE WAR. 

*Mr. LOYD (Berkshire, Abingdon): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, in the event of a 
general public inquiry into the whole 
course and conduct of the war in South 
Africa being granted, the Government 
will place any limit to the cost or duration 
of such an inquiry ; and would such a 
general public inquiry be in lieu of, or in 
addition to, the expert military inquiry 
necessary to ascertain and clearly define 
the lessons of the war. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): As the hon. Member is aware, we | 
have promised a general inquiry, and the | 
cost of the inquiry and its duration must 
depend on the discretion and competence 


' 
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« 


‘of the body to whom inquiry is en- 
|trusted. The Government can lay down 
| no limitation as to matter of time. As to 
the last paragraph in the question, of 
course the lessons of the war are con- 
stantly studied by the military authori- 
ties of the War Office. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): May I ask whether, and if so 
when, the House will be informed of 
the circumstances attending the sur- 
render at Nicholson’s Nek and other 
places, and of the opinion of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief thereon ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That hardly arises 
out of the question on the Paper. 


GOVERNMENT'S KNOWLEDGE _ BE. 
FORE THE :WAR OF ALLIANCE 
BETWEEN THE TWO REPUBLICS. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 

I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, before the month of September, 
1899, the Government were in possession 
of information that, in the event of war 
breaking out with the Transvaal, the 
Orange Free State would take the side 
of the sister Republic, and that this 
country would have to face the combined 
forces of the two States ; and, if not, at 
what period this information reached 
them. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not quite 
know what the hon. Gentleman means 
by this question. There was no treaty 
that I am aware of between the Orange 
Free State and the Transvaal Republic 
of an offensive character. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT: I referred to the 
Report, a copy of which has within the 
last few days been placed on the Library, 
issued by the Intelligence Department 
of the War Office about four months 
before the war began, in which it is 
stated that—— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! Notice 
had better be given of the question. 
INDEMNITY—COUN- 


JAMESON RAID 


TER-CLAIM OF THE CHARTERED 
CUMPANY. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmar- 
then Boroughs): I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he will lay upon the Table of 
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the House evidence showing that the | of State for the Colonies what por- 
Chartered Company had a claim of | tions of the Vote of £7,800, under Sub- 
£5 to every £1 claimed by the late! head O 1 of Vote for Colonial Services, 
Transvaal Government for the Jameson | in Supplementary Estimates is due to the 
raid. | Transvaal Concessions, the Land Settle- 


Tu: SECRETARY or STATE ror ment, and the Transvaal Financial Com- 


" 2 ’ missions respectively, and when the 
raz COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, | P J : be 
oe” , . Fi House may expect to be in possession 
Birmingham, W.): No, Sir; I have’! ; ‘ ; sg 
sf : | of the Reports of these three Commissions 
not received any such claim from the 


‘ or missions of inquiry. 
Chartered Company. | ities. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Will the, MR. J. CHAMBERLAIN: (1) The 
right hon. Gentleman consider this figures are as follows : Transvaal Con- 
question further, as the statement was | C&SS1ons, £3,500 ; Land Settlement Com- 
made in the House on his behalf by | ™ssion, | £2,650 ; Transvaal Financial 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer ? | Commission, £1,650—total £7,800. (2) 

: A , ay. ge. | L cannot say until I have received and 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir. | considered them. 


I do not think that my right hon. " ; 
friend used the words which are repeated) MR. JOHN ELLIS: Is the Land 
in the question. In any case I can only Settlement Commission proceeding ? 
deal with the claim if made by the com- Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Yes: it is 
pany in question. No such claim has | ubsinn te Meet ta? eiied we 
been made. ee eee ee ee ee ee 
}other day, the evidence has not yet 
Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Willthe right | reached me. 
hon. Gentleman tell us what are the | 
words ‘he refers tot THE PAARDEBERG ARMISTICE. 
*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
CAPE TOWN DOCK POLICE — GEORGE | whether he can inform the House 
owe RSTATE. | what general granted the armistice of 
Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, S8.):)\ twenty-four hours to General Cronje, 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for) which Lord Roberts on his arrival 
the Colonies whether his attention | at Paardeberg, as he states in his despatch 
has been directed to the case of the) of the 28th February, 1900, immediately 
late George Kerr, a mem ber of the dock | revoked on the ground that the request 
police of Cape Town, who died early last | for an armistice was obviously only 
year, and is believed to have left property | an expedient to gain time for reinforce- 
undisposed of in Cape Town; whether | ments to arrive. 
he is aware that the police authorities, 
at Cape Town realised the property re-| THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
ferred to and sent to his relatives in|, WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
Ireland as the result a sum of about | ford): The paragraph referred to is 
£19 ; and can he state by what right the a little misleading. The facts are as 
police authorities so acted, and whether | follows: On the morning of the 19th 
there is now any means of ascertaining | February a message arrived from General 
if the sum mentioned represented the|Cronje asking for an armistice for 
whole value of the estate. ‘twenty-four hours to enable him to 
; ‘ ¥ | bury his dead and send out his wounded. 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have [ord Kitchener, as chief of the staff, 
no information on the matter, which | peplied to the message in the name 
appears to be one entirely for the con-| of the senior officer at Paardeberg— 
sideration and decision of the Cape! Lieutenant-General French —who was 
Government. | with the cavalry some little distance off, 
atid , sae . ito the effect that the message was being 
SOUTH AFRICAN COMMISSIONS. | sent to the Field Marshal commanding, 
Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, | and that, pending his reply, Cronje’s 
Rusheliffe): I beg to ask the ey laager would not be attacked. Lord 
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Roberts received the message about! Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 


10 a.m. the same day, on his arrival at 
Paardeberg. and gave orders that the 
armistice could not be granted for the 
reason given in the despatch. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether 
when Lord Kitchener replied he was 
actually in command of the British 
army on that day at Paardeberg ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : No, Sir; the actual 
control was in the hands of the senior 
general officer, who, at that moment, 
by local rank, was not Lord Kitchener. 
Lord Kitchener was empowered by 
Lord Roberts to offer advice if he thought 
it necessary, and, if he offered such advice, 
no doubt it was taken by the senior 
officer on the spot. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): What 
was the strength of Cronje’s force as 
compared with the British ? 


[No answer was given. | 


MILITARY COURTS OF 
Mr. YERBURGH: I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for War whether an 
officer whose conduct forms the subject 
of a court of inquiry has the right or is 
afforded the opportunity of appearing 
in person before such court, and of calling 
witnesses in his defence; and whether 
officers of all ranks, against whom steps 
have been taken by the War Office in 
consequence of the finding of a court of 


INQUIRY. 


inquiry before which they have not had — 


the opportunity of appearing, have the 
right, whether on full or on half-pay, to 
demand a court-martial; and. if not, 
whether they have any, and, if so, what 
right of appeal. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The officer on whom 
a court of inquiry is held has the right 
and is afforded the opportunity of appear- 
ing before the court. The court of 
inquiry may report circumstances directly 
or indirectly affecting other officers, but 
in such cases the fact that they have not 
been called is considered in dealing with 
the finding of the court. No officer has 
a right of appeal to a court-martial, but 
to the Commander-in-Chief and the 


Sovereign, in accordance with Section 42 
of the Army Act. 


fordshire, Lichfield): May I ask if steps 
are being taken by the War Office to alter 
these rules in accordance with the promise 


‘given by the right hon. Gentleman and 


the First Lord of the Treasury the other 
day. 

Mr. BRODRICK: No promise was 
given as to the alteration of rules, but 
certain pledges were given as to the way 
in which officers were to be treated in 
certain cases, and these pledges will be 
adhered to. 


Mr. YERBURGH: What I would 
like to ask the right hon. Gentleman is, 
are all officers whose conduct may be 
the subject of a court of inquiry given 
the opportunity of appearing before the 


‘court 2? 





Mr. BRODRICK : It is impossible to 
assure the procedure to such a degree 
that, when the conduct of one ofticer is 
under consideration by a court of inquiry, 
no evidence may be by any chance brought 
forward which may affect other 
officer who may not be present. But 
should any action be taken on such evi- 
dence, or on the report made on it, of course 
the fact of such officer not being present 
is taken into account. 


Mr. YERBURGH: I desire 
the right hon. Gentleman whether 
where punishment is passed upon an 
officer in accordance with the result of 
a court of inquiry that officer is given as 
a matter of right the opportunity of 
having his case heard before sentence is 
passed upon him ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I think the hon. 
Member had better put his question 
down. I am quite aware of the case to 
which he refers, and I am prepared, at 
the proper time, to answer it, but I am 
not prepared to enter into a debate on 
this question in the form of a question 
and answer across the floor of the House. 
But I may state that the officer to whom 
the hon. Member refers had had an 
opportunity of making an explanation, 
and the substance of his explanation 
was well known to the officer who made 
the recommendation in regard to it. 


some 


to ask 


COLONIAL TROOPS IN SOUTH AFRICA. 
*Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 


shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
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Secretary of State for War whether it is | 
possible to state the number of men sent | 


to South Africa by the Dominion of 
Canada, the Colony of New Zealand, and 
each of the six Australian Colonies respec- 
tively, and the number in each case who 
have completed their service and re- 
turned to the Colonies ; also the number 
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*Mr. BRODRICK: It would be im- 


possible to place members of the Volun- 
teer service companies on a different 
footing as regards pay from the Regular 
infantry with whom they are serving. 
We are endeavouring to relieve as many 
as possible of the Volunteers who went 
out to South Africa last vear. 


in the case of each of these Colonies now | 


serving in South Africa. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I fear I must ask 
the hon. Gentleman to postpone this 
question for a fortnight, in order to obtain 
the information. 


REPORTED SURRENDER OF GENERAL 
BOTHA. 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) : 
Have the Government any official infor- 
mation as to the reported surrender of 
General Botha ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: No official infor- 


mation has been received. 


LORD ROBERTS AND GENERAL 
BOTHA—FARM BURNING. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon, 
ete.) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he will lay upon the 
Table of the House the correspondence 
between Lord Roberts and General Louis 
Botha in reference to the burning of 
farms in the vicinity of railways damaged 
by the Boers. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Yes, Sir. 


PAY OF VOLUNTEER [NFANTRYMEN 
IN SOUTH AFRICA. 

Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, having regard to the fact that the 
pay of the Imperial Yeomanry is now 
5s. per day both for the newly enrolled 
members of that corps and for those 
who are already serving in South Africa, 
whether he will take into his favourable 
consideration an increase of pay to the 
artillery, engineer, and rifle Volunteers 
who are now serving in South Africa, 
and to the members of the Volunteer 


service companies which have recently | 
been enrolled for active service, so as to) 
place the members of these corps on an | 
equal footing with those of the Imperial | 


Yeomanry. 


PENSIONS FOR SOLDIERS’ WIDOWS. 

Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, if a soldier on 


jactive service in South Africa dies of 


disease contracted during and incidental 
to such service, his widow is entitled te 
either a gratuity or a pension; and can 
he say when the Government propose 
to initiate a pension scheme for the 
widows of such men ; and whether they 
will undertake to do so before making 
any grants to victorious generals. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Under existing re- 
gulations the widow of a soldier dying 
under the circumstances stated does not 
receive pension or gratuity from 
public funds. Under a scheme, which will 
shortly be issued, pensions will be given 
in such cases. 


VOLUNTEERS AND THE 
YEOMANRY. 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he can state approxi- 
mately what was the contribution in 
men of the Volunteer Force to the first 
{levy of the body styled Imperial Yeo- 
manry, and what to the new levy, and 
how many came respectively from the 
Yeomanry Cavalry of Great Britain. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The number con- 
tributed to the first levy of the Imperial 
Yeomanry by the Yeomanry Cavalry 
was 1,898, and by the Volunteers 1,145. 
Corresponding figures for the second 
levy are not at present available. 


IMPERIAL 


WOODSTOCK HOSPITAL, CAPE TOWN. 

Mr. ARTHUR STANLEY (Lanea- 
shire, Ormskirk): | beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
Woodstock Hospital, Cape Town, is still 
being used for enteric patients ; and 
| whether, in view of the smells which are 
| acknowledged te exist at Woodstock, any 
| 
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steps have been taken to find another 
and more suitable site in the neighbour- 
hood of Cape Town. 


*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): The hos, 
pital is still being used for enteric patients. 
Many improvements have recently been 
made in the hospital, and the senior 
medical officer in charge now describes 
everything as satisfactory. The only 
change contemplated is the removal of 
the drainage outfall. 


MILITIA OFFICERS’ GRATUITIES. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON — (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, considering the 
inconvenience and expense incurred by 
Militia officers now actually embodied 
and serving, he will grant them, on 
completion of a year’s service, the gratuity 
of £100 now paid to officers whose regi- 
ment has been disembodied. 


*Lorp STANLEY: This question has 
been thoroughly considered. I am not 
prepared to alter the decision already 
arrived at. 


VOLUNTEER CAMP REGULATIONS. 

Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state the conditions 
which will apply to Volunteer camps this 
year ; and, in particular, whether four- 
teen days service in camp will be required, 
and whether the same rate of pay as last 
year will be allowed ; and can he remove 
the doubts which arose last year as to 
the first and last day of the period in 
camp by stating what the War Office 
regards as a day. 


*Lorp STANLEY : An announcement 
with regard to this subject will be made 
very shortly. 


SUB-LETTING OF GOVERNMENT 
CONTRACTS. 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office whether he can now state 
the results of his investigations into the 
charges made against Messrs. Musgrave 


and Company, ironfounders, and Messrs. | ~ 


Wilson and Sons, tent and sail makers, 


{COMMONS} 
| both of Belfast, of having violated the 


| peated. 
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conditions under which they held their 


' contracts from the Government. 


*Lorp STANLEY: With regard to 
Messrs. Musgrave, the Department was 
misled by the firm in the reply given 
to the House on the 13th December, 
1900, as regards sub-letting.t It has 
since been ascertained from personal 
inquiries made by the Director of Con- 
tracts that this firm did to a certain 
extent infringe the terms of their contract 
in respect of sub-letting, and they have 
been warned that this must not be re- 
With regard to Messrs. Wilson, 
the case has been further considered, 
but I can see no reason for altering the 
answer given to the hon. Member on the 
13th December by my predecessor. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Will a Commis- 
sioner be sent to Belfast to investigate 
the case against Messrs. Wilson, as was 
done in the case of Messrs. Musgrave ? 
*Lorp STANLEY: The 


been fully considered. I am 
cannot give any further answer. 


matter has 
afraid [ 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—ACCOMMODA, 
TION FOR RECRUITS AT ALDERSHOT, 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that the recruits 
for the Imperial Yeomanry who are sent 
to Aldershot find no proper barrack 
accommodation ready for them ; whether 
rifles in some cases have not been issued 
to them for a fortnight ; and whether, as 
under these circumstances it is difficult 
to drill the men, he will take steps to 
have proper arrangements made. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : The General Officer 
Commanding at Aldershot reports that 
there has naturally been considerable 
difficulty in accommodating, almost at a 
moment’s notice, over 6,000 recruits 
who came there immediately on enrol- 
ment without any military organisation. 
This difficulty has been rendered greater 
by many of the men arriving unex- 
pectedly after the authorised hours. As 
the barracks are temporarily occupied 
by more than the normal number, it has 
been necessary to provide trestle camp 


tSee The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxxviii., p. 678. 
; 
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beds, but every man has been provided | 


with a bed and plenty of bedding. As 
regards clothing, there has been no un- 


necessary delay, as every man has to be | 


carefully fitted, more especially with 
boots. It is not true that men 
have been drilled in the snow un- 
provided with proper clothing — or 
boots. Every man is provided with a 
warm jersey to wear under his khaki 
serge frock. As regards the rifles, all 
demands of the Commandant, Imperial 
Yeomanry, have been met without any 
hitch or delay. The Commander-in- 
Chief has sent Genera! Mackinnon to 
Aldershot to take command, under Sir 
Redvers Buller, of the large body of 
Yeomanry now there. Arrangements 
have been made to cope with the diffi- 
culties, and drafts are being rapidly 
despatched to South Africa. 


Mr. JEFFREYS: Why send the men 
to Aldershot at all ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Because it is the 
most convenient station at which to deal 
with them. 


LANCASHIRE HUSSARS — ACCOMMO- 
DATION FOR RECRUITS AT ALDER- 
SHOT. 

Mr. ARTHUR STANLEY: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been drawn 
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| 


to the fact that forty-three men of the, 


Lancashire Hussars, who 
teered for service in South Africa, were 
ordered to join at Aldershot on the 4th of 
February last; that on their arrival 
there they found that no provision 
whatever had been made for them; 
that thirty-seven of them were at last 
put into a room which had only aeccom- 
modation for twenty-three men; and 
that as no food was given to them they 
were dependent upon what they could 
buy for themselves ; and whether any 


had volun-. 


steps have been taken to prevent a recur- 


rence of such mismanagement. 


Lorp STANLEY: The men arrived 
two hours after the hour laid down as the 
latest for receiving recruits. Thirty-five 
were put into a barrack room, a number 
not in excess of the winter occupation 
authorised for the room. 


necessity for them to buy food. 
VOL. XC. 


[FourTH SERIES. ] 


FOURTH 


There was no | 
| 1st November, and which, by Article 
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PRICE OF IRISH HORSES. 

CoLtoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
there is any objection to state for the year 
1899 or the year 1898 the average price 
paid to dealers for Irish horses, and also 
the average price paid to farmers or non- 
dealers. 


*Lorp STANLEY : It would not be in 
the public interest to make these prices 
known. 


ARMY CONTRACTS—SECRECY AS TO 
DETAILS. 

CotoneL NOLAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether con- 
tracts for the conveyance of troops are 
kept secret ; whether contracts for or 
the prices of arms, ammunition, clothing, 
medical comforts, tents, saddlery, food, 
and forage are kept secret ; whether the 
prices given for Argentine horses is a 
secret ; and can he say, where prices or 
contracts are secret, what machinery is 
used to prevent fraud, corruption, and 
waste. 


Lorp STANLEY: The prices paid 
under the contracts are not disclosed. 
The prices paid for Argentine horses have 
likewise, in the interest of the public, not 
been made known; but full particulars 
of all purchases, whether by contract or 
otherwise, are given to all officers con- 
cerned for the purpose of audit. 


CoLonEL NOLAN: The Financial 
Secretary has not answered the last part 
of the question, which is its main point. 


Lorp STANLEY: I think we can 
trust our officers to see that there is no 
fraud, corruption, or waste. 


CoLonEL NOLAN : Does the Secretary 
for War accept the responsibility for all 
this secrecy, seeing that millions of 
money are involved in these contracts ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


BATTALION BORDER REGI- 
MENT—OFFICERS’ PAY. 

Mayor BALFOUR (Christchurch) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that the officers’ pay 
of the 4th Battalion Border Regiment, 
quartered at Youghal, which was due on 


B 
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276, Pay Warrant 1900, is ordered to be | 
paid monthly in advance, was not issued 

by the paymaster till 10th December ; 

and will he take steps to prevent the repe- 

tition of this breach of the Regulations. 


Lorp STANLEY: It appears that, 
owing to a misapprehension on the part 
of the officer commanding the battalion, 
the pay in question was issued in arrear 
instead of in advance. The Regulation 
on the subject is generally well known, 
and it does not appear necessary to issue 
further orders to meet what appears to 
be an isolated case. 


GERMAN GUNS FOR THE BRITISH 
ARMY. 

Mr. WALFORD GREEN (Wednes- 
bury) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether the quick-firing field 
guns, purchased in Germany and issued 
to the 16th and 17th Brigade Divisions 
of the Royal Field Artillery stationed at 
Aldershot, have proved unsatisfactory ; 
whether half of the guns issued have 
been returned disabled to Woolwich 
Arsenal ; whether defects in the breech 
mechanism have been discovered ; and 
whether the recoil has proved destructive 
to the gun carriages. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The guns in ques- 
tion have not proved unsatisfactory ; 
they have been found, on the contrary, 
to shoot with remarkable accuracy. No 
defects have been discovered in the 
breech mechanism, nor has the recoil 
proved destructive to the carriages. The 
threads of some of the breech screws 
have become burred owing to the guns 
being used for drill purposes without 
drill carriages—a slight damage which 
can be repaired locally. Some of the axles 
of the gun carriages having cracked in 
travelling, the firm which supplied the 
batteries is replacing all the axles by 
axles of an improved pattern at its own 
expense. Fourteen guns have been re- 
turned to Woolwich for this purpose. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Have any of the guns been used in 
South Africa; and, if so, will the right 
hon. Gentleman consider the desir- 


ability, with the view of finishing the war, | 


of sending out a few competent German 
officers with them ? 


[No answer was given.] 
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ARMAMENTS OF VOLUNTEER 


ARTILLERY. 
Mr. DUNCAN (Yorkshire W.R., 


Otley): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he is aware that some 
battalions of Volunteer Artillery have 
only guns of a pattern nearly forty years 
old, and if he can give any promise to 
issue to them, at an early date, guns of 
more modern design. 


Lorp STANLEY: It is intended, as 
was explained to the House last year, to 
re-arm the Volunteer Artillery. The 
heavy guns required for the batteries of 
position are now being manufactured. 
I cannot give the exact date on which 
new guns can be issued. 


SECTION D RESERVE MEN. 

*Mr. M‘CRAE (Edinburgh, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether hecanstate if the rule which exacts 
an extra year’s service from Reservists 
who have completed twelve years service 
in the First Class Reserve also applies 
to those men who have enlisted under 
Section D Class to complete sixteen 
years ; and whether Reservists at present 
serving in South Africa are being de- 
tained beyond the period of their engage- 
ment to serve for sixteen years. 


Lorp STANLEY : The answer to the 
first of the hon. Member’s questions is in 
the affirmative. No man by reason of 
his serving abroad may be _ retained 
beyond one additional year. 


*Mr. M‘CRAE: Is the noble Lord aware 
that complaints are coming from South 
Africa of men being detained beyond 
their agreed period of service ? 

Lorp STANLEY: I am not aware. 
If they are complaining | think there 
must be a misunderstanding. g They are 
liable to serve an extra year. 

*Mr. M'CRAE: Under what Army 
Order is that extra year made applicab e 
to a man who has already done sixteen 
years service ! 

Lorp STANLEY: | 
notice of that. 


must ask for 


MEMBERS OF THE ROYAL FLEET RE- 
SERVE IN GOVERNMENT EMPLOY- 
MENT. 

| Lievt.-Co.. LEE (Hampshire. Fareham): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
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ralty whether retired non-commissioned 
officers of the Royal Marines, or retired 
petty officers, Royal Navy, who are now 
in Government employment in any of the 
Nava! establishments and who may join 
the Royal Fleet Reserve, will be granted 
the necessary leave to attend the annual 


trainings without loss of or prejudice to | 


their positions in such Government 
employment. 


THe SECRETARY To THe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARrNowp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): Yes, Sir. This point is specially 
provided for in the Royal Fleet Reserve 
Regulations. 


HIRE OF TRANSPORTS FOR THE 
CAPE. 


*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admira!ty whether 
he can explain why the Government 
did not exercise the powers in the subsidy 
contract with the steamship companies 
when war was imminent with the late 
Transvaal Government, and when the 
ultimatum had been issued and British 
territory invaded, by taking their fastest 
steamers for transports which were 
avai'able, some of which have an average 
speed of twenty-one to twenty-two knots, 
and would have done the passage to Cape 
Town in twelve to fourteen days (the 
length of passage by ordinary steamers 
being sixteen days), instead of chartering 
at that time steamers many of which had 
an average speed of ten to twelve knots, 
and took twenty to twenty-eight days for 
the passage to Cape Town ; and whether, 
having regard to the importance of the 
arrival of troops eight or twelve days 
earlier at that critical time, he can state 
why the following steamers were em- 
ployed for carrying troops — namely, 
the “ Jelunga,” which took thirty-six 
days from Southampton to Durban ; the 


“ Harlech Castle,” which took twenty-six | 
days from Southampton to Cape Town ; | 


the ‘‘Manila,’ which took twenty-six 
days from Southampton to Cape Town ; 
and the “ Zibengla,”’ which took twenty- 
eight days from Birkenhead to Cape 


‘Town. 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: It is 
doubtful whether the Admiralty had 
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to make a demand upon the steamship 
companies which would clearly be at 
variance with the intention of both 
parties when entering into the contract. 
The intention of the Admiralty was to 
obtain the use of these vessels as armed 
cruisers, and not as transports in a non- 
maritime war. Many of the steamers on 
the Admiralty List, especially the Atlan- 
tie vessels of very high speed, are not 
suited for the purpose of Army transport, 
and would require extensive alterations 
and refitting to make them available for 
the purpose. When two of the Atlantic 
vessels were subsequently engaged (not 
under the Subsidy Agreements) they 
took eighteen and nineteen days respec- 
tively to reach Cape Town. They are 
quite unsuited for the conveyance of 
artillery (for which the first requisition 
was received) and for cavalry. The 
* Jelunga”’ was all ready fitted when 
requisition for the despatch of troops was 
received. It was necessary to send her 
via the Mediterranean and Suez Canal, 
as the Rifle Brigade, which was one of the 
regiments selected for South Africa, was 
stationed at Crete. With regard to the 
other vessels—looking to the necessity in 
every case of erecting special fittings, it 
was obviously necessary to take the most 
suitable ships actually in British ports, a 
necessity which, of course, limits choice. 
The ‘‘ Harlech Castle” and ‘ Manila ” 
each lost four days on their passage 
through heavy weather. As there were 
only three weeks in which to prepare 
transport for 20,000 men, the ships that 
could be got at once had to be taken to 


| enable it to be done, as it was. 


*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Were not 


_some of the ships only fit to be broken 


up for old iron at the time they were 
hired ? 


[No answer was given. | 


ROYAL MARINE ARTILLERY—DUTY 
FREE TOBACCO. 
*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 


mouth): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether permission may 
be given to Royal Marine Artillery 


power to take up subsidised ships for the | serving ashore to purchase their ship’s 
purpose of transport, and in any case the | tobacco duty free, as in the case of sailors 


Admiralty does not consider ‘it desirable | and Marine Light Infantry. 


B2 
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*Tue CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI-| Mission to Australia; whether Sir 
RALTY (Mr.  PretyMAN, Suffolk,| Donald Mackenzie Wallace has been 
Woodbridge): The power of issuing |deputed to accompany the Duke of 


tobacco free of duty is granted by the 
Customs Consolidation Act, 1876, sec- 
tions 123 to 125, and applies to ships on 
service only. The regulations as to men 
being allowed to purchase tobacco free of | 
duty apply equally to all belonging to 
H.M. ships (except coastguard when on | 
shore), whether seamen, Royal Marine | 
Artillery or Royal Marine Light Infantry. | 
Neither men of the Royal 
Artillery or Royal Marine Light Infantry 
are allowed the privilege when at their 
divisions in barracks. 

WARSHIPS IN BRITISH 

DOCKS. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty | 
whether Japanese or other foreign war 
ships are now occupying and _ have | 


FOREIGN 


recently occupied docks at Chatham and | 


elsewhere, though at the same time His 
Majesty's ships are waiting to enter 
these docks for repairs ; and whether, if 
this is correct, he can state by 
authority foreign authorities use His | 
Majesty's dockyards when these docks are | 
urgently needed for the Navy, and 
whether the practice will be at once put 
an end to. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: No Japanese or 


other foreign warship is now occupying 


any of the docks at the present time, but | 
was | 
This is a | 


the Japanese cruiser ‘‘ [wate ” 
recently docked at Chatham. 


courtesy that has been occasionally 


granted to Japanese and other foreign | 


ships by the Admiralty. It is always 
arranged so as not to interfere with the 
docking of any of His Majesty's ships. [| 
may mention that the Japanese recently | 
extended the same courtesy to us 
allowing the ‘‘ Victorious *’ to be docked 
in Japan. 


ROYAL VISIT TO THE COLONIES— 
PRESS ARRANGEMENTS. 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty whether it is intended to exclude, 


with one exception, the correspondents | 
be | 


of all the newspapers desiring to 
represented on the oceasion from the | 


ships of war accompanying the Royal | a. 


Marine | 


what | 


| Cornwall and York as official reporter ; 
}and whether that gentleman will also 
“represent The Times, which will thus 
| enjoy privileges denied to the London 
| press generally. 


| Mr. KEIR HARDIE: At the same 
'time, may I ask the Secretary to the 
| Admiralty whether, seeing that news- 
"paper correspondents have been refused 
permission to sail in His Majesty’s 
| cruisers accompanying H.R.H. the Duke 
_of York to Australia, and that the effect 
of this will be to prevent special corre- 
|spondents reaching places at which His 
| Royal Highness will call in time to send 
home descriptive reports, he will state if 
Sir Donald Mackenzie Wallace, a special 
_representative of The Times newspaper, 
| has been selected historian for the trip, 
}and whether he will be prohibited from 





|sending reports of the voyage to The 
| Times, so that it may not have an advan- 


.| tage over other daily newspapers. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: Sir Donald 
Mackenzie Wallace will accompany His 
| Royal Highness the Duke of Cornwall 
and York on his projected tour. The 
First Lord of the Admiralty is in com- 
| munication with representatives of the 
| press for the purpose of ascertaining 
| whether it is possible to arrange for other 
| representatives to accompany His Royal 
Highness. I may say, however, that the 
accommodation available is exceedingly 
limited, and the question is one of some 
difficulty. If the hon. Member will put 
down a further question at a future date 
I shall be happy to give him the informa- 
tion he requires as soons as the First 
Lord of the Admiralty has come to a 
decision. 


| Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : 


| put a question down for Monday. 


| Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Arising out of 

| that question, is the hon. Gentleman 
aware that on the occasion of the funeral 
of the late Queen Victoria the repre- 
| Sentative of the Times was admitted to 
| Frogmore Chapel on condition—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the question on the: 


by | 


I shall 
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Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I was coming 
to a supplementary question, Sir. My 
question is whether in the event of The 
Times correspondent alone being allowed 
to accompany their Royal Highnesses he 
would be under an obligation to supply 
his reports to some central news agency, 
so that all the newspapers may be placed 
on an equal footing. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: I understand that 
Sir Donald Mackenzie Wallace is not 
representing The Times. 


ROYAL MARINES—DISCHARGE 
PAYMENT. 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether, seeing that an ex-soldier upon 
joining the Royal Reserves has refunded 
to him two-thirds of the money with 
which he has previously purchased his 
discharge, and that this re-payment is 
denied to ex-non-commissioned _ officers 
and men of the Marines, His Majesty’s | 
Government will in future recognise the 
claim of the latter to similar treatment 
under similar circumstances. 


My. PRETYMAN: The conditions of 
service in the Royal Marines are more 
analogous to those prevailing in the 
Royal Navy than to those in the Army, 
and it has not been found possible to 
extend the Army rules on this point to 
the Marines without considering the 
Royal Navy. The formation of the 
Royal Fleet Reserve, however, may make 
some modification in the existing rules 
for the Royal Navy and Royal Marines 
desirable, and the question is now under 
consideration. 


AMERICAN EXPORTS. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
if he is aware that the exports from 
America of iron, steel, and agricultural 
implements amounted last year to 
145,000,000 dollars, or treble the value 
in 1897 ; and that the greater proportion 
ot these surplus goods, not required by 
the American people, were sent to Eng-| 
land, Scotland, and Ireland to compete 
with British productions, taxed by Im- | 
perial imposts and local rates; and, 
whether, in the interests of British and, 
Irish workers, he will take steps to secure 
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competing foreign manufactured im- 
ports, amounting to £100,000,600, as 
shall establish the equality of foreign 
goods with British goods in the British 
markets, and place upon the foreigner 
some portion of the pecuniary burden 
of the Boer War. 


*THe CHANCELLOR oF THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks  BEacu, 
Bristol, W.) : The exports from America of 
iron, steel, and agricultural implements 
amounted last year, as stated by my hon. 
iriend, to 145 million dollars, which is 
not treble, but just over double the value 
of 1897. But I must demur altogether 
to his statement as to the proportion 
taken by the United Kingdom. For 
the year ended 30th June, 1899, the 
proportion of these exports taken by the 
United Kingdom was, according — to 
figures furnished to me by the Board of 
Trade, under 20 million dollars, out of a 
total of over 106 million dollars. The 
figures for 1900 are not yet fully made up, 
but they are not expected to differ greatly 
in this respect from those of the year 
before. If I rightly understand the 
second paragraph of the question, it sug- 
gests a fiscal policy to which I am not 
disposed. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I shall 
take an early opportunity of raising this 
question. 


BEER ADULTERATION. 
CoLtonEL BROOKFIELD — (Sussex, 
Rye) : I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether he is prepared to 


give effect to the suggestion made in the 


Majority Report and endorsed in the 
Minority Report of the Beer Materials 
Committee, that columns for hops and 
hop substitutes should be inserted in the 
brewers’ entry books. 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Yes. I 
have given directions that the change 


is to be made. I find there would be 
practical difficulties, which my _ hon. 


‘friend will no doubt appreciate, in the 


way of altering the books in the middle of 
the brewer’s year. So I propose to in- 
troduce the change on Ist October next. 


COLONIAL LOANS ACT, 1899. 
Mr. STUART SAMUEL (Tower Ham- 
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Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
can state to what colonies up to the 

present time sums have been advanced 
by the Treasury under the Colonial 
Loans Act, 1899, and for what purposes, 
to what amounts, and at what rates of 
interest ; 
such loan was granted and the date fixed 
for its repayment. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : The informa- 
tion asked for cannot be satisfactorily 
given within the limits of an answer to a 
question. I will lay a Return on the 


Table. 


COOPER’S HILL COLLEGE. 


CotoneL MILWARD (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-on-Avon): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether he 
can state when the Cooper's Hill Papers, 
which were laid upon the Table in 
dummy upon the 21st February, will be 
ready for distribution. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The Papers I understand will 
be delivered to-morrow. 


NEWSPAPER LICENCES IN 
GIBRALTAR. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies | 
whether his attention has been called to 
an application made, on 17th December 
last, by Arturo Sacramenti to the Gover- 
nor of Gibraltar fora licence to publisha 
newspaper devoted to the interests of the 
working classes, under the Press Ordi- 
nance, Gibraltar, 1869; and can he ex- 
plain why the application was refused. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The issue of 
newspaper licences in Gibraltar is entirely 
at the Governor’s discretion. Sir George 
White reported to me last month that he 
had decided to refuse Sacramenti’s ap- 
plication for a licence, in the interests of 
the peace and good order of the fortress, 
for the maintonanse of which he is 
responsible. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Is it proposed | 
to lay on the Table any Papers on this | 
subject ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir. | 
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! BRITISH AFRICAN PROTECTORATES— 
GRANTS-IN-AID. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs what have been the total sums 
voted or to be voted up to the 31st 


March, 1901, in respect of the British 
Central African, East African, and 
Uganda Protectorates (including the 


purchase of the interests of any Chartered 
Companies), and what is the total sum 
advanced, or proposed to be advanced, 
up to 31st March, 1901, in respect of any 
railways or other public works in the 
above Protectorates. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester): The 
grants in aid of the revenues of the 
several Protectorates, including Somali- 
land, and of the Uganda Railway are as 
follows :— British Central — Africa, 
£239,700; East Africa Protectorate, 
£793,675 (including £50,000 paid to 
the Imperial British East Africa Com- 
pany for surrender of its charter, etc., 
and also including the Supplementary 
Vote before Parliament for £149,000) ; 
Somaliland Protectorate (Supplementary 


Vote, before Parliament), £60,000; 
Uganda Protectorate,  £1,222.400; 
Uganda Railway, £3,999,000 - total, 
£6,314,775 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs if he can state what 
has been spent of public money during 
the last ten years on British East Africa, 
Uganda, Somaliland, and the minor 
Protectorates in the neighbourhood of 
these countries. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: The terms 
of this question are covered by the answer 
already given to the hon. Member for 
the Rusheliffe Division of Nottingham. 
The figures given include all grants 


| made in respect of the Protectorates and. 


railway. These grants go back to 1894 
only, covering therefore a period not of 
ten but of seven years. 


CHINA--ITALY AND BRITISH 
PROPERTY AT PEKING. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg to 
| ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether His Majesty's 
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Minister at Peking has received a protest 
from Sir Robert Hart against the pro- 
posed appropriation of the Imperial 
Customs buildings by the Foreign Lega- 
tions, and particularly the Italian Lega- 
tion, which proposes also to take posses- 
sion of land which is the property of Sir 
Robert Hart himself. 


*VIscoUNT CRANBORNE: We under- 
stand that in connection with the scheme 
of defence for the Legation quarter a 
plan is under consideration which would 
require an open zone 150 yards wide all 
round, and that to obtain this it would 
be necessary to take a great part of the 
site of the Customs Administration. On 
the 20th instant Sir Robert Hart ad- 
dressed a letter to His Majesty’s Minister 
and also to the Doyen of the Diplomatic 
Body expressing his surprise at this 
appropriation, but stating that if military 
necessities required the cession of the 
sites for the defence of the Legation 
quarter he would not protest or oppose 
it. But we are in communication with 
His Majesty's Minister on the subject. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Can the 
noble Lord say what compensation is to 
be paid i 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: We have 
not got to that point. 


THE YANG-TSZE VICEROYS. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shet- 
field, Ecclesall) ;: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether His Majesty’s Government will 
take steps to ensure the maintenance in 
their office of the Yang-tsze Viceroys who 
have rendered such services in the 
interests of Great Britain and of civilisa- 
tion in their provinces, and to enable 
them to carry out essential reforms of 
which they are in favour. 


* Viscount CRANBORNE: The matter 
referred to was carefully considered some 
time ago, but His Majesty’s Minister at 
Peking reported that he was satisfied 
that there was no danger of the Viceroys’ 
removal. His Majesty’s Government 
fully appreciate the services which they 
have rendered. 
NEWFOUNDLAND—FRENCH CLAIMS. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
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Colonies whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are at present in negotiatien with 
the French Government in reference to 
French claims in Newfoundland ; and, 
if not, whether the advisability of com- 
mencing negotiations will be taken into 
consideration at once. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: It would 
not be correct to say that negotiations 
are proceeding with the French Gevern- 
ment in reference to Newfoundland ; 
but His Majesty’s Government have 
repeatedly shown themselves willing to 
take any favourable opportunity for 
adjusting this long-standing difficulty, 
and are now in consultation with dele- 
gates from the Government of the colony 
upon the subject. 


WALFISCH BAY. 

Sir BRAMPTON GURDON  (Nor- 
folk, N.): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he has any information which 
he can communicate to the House 
respecting the alleged cession of Walfisch 
Bay to Germany, and whether Walfisch 
Bay is a portion of the territory primarily 
under the control of the Government of 
Cape Colony. 

*ViscounrT CRANBORNE: There is 
no question of a cession of Walfisch Bay 
to Germany. Walfisch Bay is adminis- 
tered as part of Cape Colony. 


LEAD POISONING IN THE POTTERIES 
—NEW RULES. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-wpon-Trent) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he is 
aware of the dissatisfaction that is felt 
amongst all classes of the Staffordshire 
Potteries with the suggested new rules ; 
will he state who drew them up and who 
is responsible for their production ; and 
will he, in view of the condemnation 
they are receiving at the hands of every 
practical person engaged in the manu- 
facture of china and earthenware, take 
an early opportunity of withdrawing 
them. 
*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHe HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Rircuiz, Croydon): 1 am not aware of 
any such general dissatisfaction as my 
hon. friend suggests, though objections 
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have been taken to the new rules. The 
rules were drawn up by the officials of 
my Department, and I am responsible 
for their production. I see no reason for 
withdrawing the rules. The objections 
must now, in accordance with the statu- 
tory provisions on the subject, be settled 
by arbitration. 


a rs 


Mr. COGHILL: Why was no notice 
of the new rules given to the operatives 
in the district ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: They are as fully 


aware of the rules as the manufacturers. 


Mr. COGHILL : They got no notice. 


CORONERS AND THE 
EXECUTIONER. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he can give any 
instances of a public executioner having 
been required by a coroner's request, 
summons, or warrant, to give evidence 
to satisfy the law and the public that 
an execution was properly carried out 
within a prison in Great Britain ; and 
whether he can state any instances in 
which the executioner attended and gave 
evidence, and any instance in which he 
refused to attend on the coroner’s sum- 
mons or warrant. 
*Mr. RITCHIE: So far as I have been 
able to investigate the matter, | am not 
aware of any instances of the nature 
referred to in the question. 


PUBLIC 


DANGERS OF TOY PISTOLS. 

Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if his attention 
has been called to the accidents frequently 
resulting from the use of so-called toy 
pistols, and to the recommendation of 
the jury at the inquest held on Norman 
S. Allen, of Lancaster, who was shot on 
the 19th instant by a playfellow, and 
died immediately after; and if the 
Government would be willing to adopt 
measures to restrict the sale of weapons 
capable of inflicting such injury. In 
putting the question, I should like further 
to ask the right hon. Gentleman if he 
has seen a telegram announcing the 
death of a lady aged twenty-two, at 
Ashton-under-Lyne, in consequence of 
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being shot with a toy pistol ; and has he 
received a memorial from the Mayor and 
Corporation of Lancaster urging that 
legislation should be initiated. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have received 
several memorials of the nature referred 
to, but I have not heard of the death at 
Ashton-under-Lyne. I have this morn- 
ing received the recommendation of the 
jury referred to. I am fully sensible 
that the question of pistol accidents is a 
serious one, but as I said two days ago, I 
cannot promise legislation on the matter 
this session. 


LADY INSPECTORS OF FACTORIES, 

Mr. BIGNOLD (Wick Burghs) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, seeing that Miss Paterson, 
who resides in Glasgow, is the only lady 
inspector in Scotland under the Factory 
and Workshops Act, and that an increase 
in the number of lady inspectors was 
recommended by the Chief Lady Inspec- 
tor in London, then Miss Abraham, and 
that this course has been successfully 
adopted in England and Ireiand, he will 
take into consideration the appointment 
of additional lady inspectors, or lady 
inspectors’ assistants tor Scotland. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The lady inspectors 
are not assigned to England, Scotland, 
and Ireland separately, or to particular 
divisions thereof. The lady inspector 
who resides in Scotland may be and 
often is employed in England and Ireland, 
and, conversely, the inspectors residing in 
England may be employed in Scotland. 
The increase in the staff of the Lady In- 
spectors’ Department, to which my hon. 
friend refers, has therefore benefited all 
parts of the United Kingdom. I am 
sorry that I do not see my way at pre- 
sent to propose any further increase. 


JUSTICES :AND THE OATH OF 
ALLEGIANCE. 

Sir JOHN DORINGTON (Gloucester- 
shire, Tewkesbury): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether the letters patent of 15th 
February, 1901, relating to the Com- 
mission of the Peace and announced in 
the Gazette of the same date, constitute 
a new commission superseding and de- 
termining the existing commission within 
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the meaning of the statute of Anne 1, 
stat. 1, ec. 8; or, if not, what is the effect 
of such letters patent; and if such 
letters patent const.tute a new com- 
mission, must two justices at least from 
each county take the judicial oath and 
the oath of allegiance before the Lord 
Chancellor or one of His Majesty’s judges 
in order to enable a court of quarter 
sessions to be formed before which the 
other justices can take the necessary 
oaths as required by the Promissory 
Oaths Act, 1871, or will some person be 
appointed by His Majesty in accordance 
with Section 2 of that Act. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have been in com- 
munication with the Lord Chancellor, 
from whose office the letters patent 
referred to were issued. The answer to 
the first and second questions is that the 
letters patent do not constitute a new 
commission, and that their effect is not 
to determine but to continue existing 
commissions. 
question does not really arise, but seeing 
that justices may think it desirable (in 
accordance with the advice which I stated 
afew days ago had been given to me) to 
take the oaths afresh, | am considering 
whether I shall recommend His Majesty, 
for the sake of general convenience, to 
make an appointment under the Promis- 
sory Oaths Act, 1871. 


RAILWAY SERVANTS AND THE WORK. 
MEN’S COMPENSATION ACT. 
*Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs): | beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been called to the case 
of Brodie against the North British 
Railway Company, in which the Second 
Division of the Court of Session in 
Scotland recently decided that a 
railway servant who had been injured 
while engaged in the company’s work as 
a goods guard was not entitled to com- 
pensation under the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, because the place at which 
the accident occurred was upon a private 
siding connected with the main line of 
rails ; whether he is aware that the exist- 
ing state of the law as declared by this 
decision has been the subject of much 
discussion and _ dissatisfaction among 
the railway servants of the United King- 
dom ; and whether it is the intention of 
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His Majesty's Government to bring in 
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any measure to amend the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act so as to include within 
its scope accidents of the kind before 
mentioned, to which such a large class of 
the working men of this country are 
subject in the regular course of their 
duties. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have seen a report 
of the case referred to, but I have not 
received any representations on the 
subject from railway servants. No doubt 
the point will have to be considered when 
an amending Bill is taken in hand, but 
I am not at present in a position to pro- 
mise legislation on the subject. 


An Hon. Member: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that half the railway 
servants of the United Kingdom are 
deprived of the beneficent provisions of 
this Act ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Consequently the third | 


CHEAP TRAINS ACT. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
the time has now come when steps should 
be taken for an extension of the Cheap 
Trains Act of 1883, in order that greater 
facilities for cheap locomotion for working 
men and women may be secured. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD OF 
TRADE (Mr. Gerard Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): No, Sir. I am of opinion that 
the Act of 1883 is at present adequate. 
I would refer the hon. Member to the 
voluminous Return published last year 
showing the facilities that now exist in the 
matter of workmen’s trains and fares. 


UNITED STATES STEEL TRUST. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
if he is aware that eight of the largest 
iron and steel firms in the United States 
have combined their forces with a capital 
of £229,000,000, with the main object 
of destroying the iron and steel industries 
of the United Kingdom, the only market 
throughout the world open to them 
without a toll; and what steps His 


Majesty's Government propose to take 
to safeguard the interests of the principal 
staple trades in Great Britain and the 
workers dependent upon it. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have no | 
official information on the subject, but I 
believe from statements which have been 
publicly made that a combination of iron 
and steel firms in the United States is now 
in course of formation. I am not pre- 


pared to accept my hon. and gal- 
lant friend’s statement of the main 


object of the combination, and I do not 
think that any action on the part of His 
Majesty's Government could usefully be 
taken. 


DESERTIONS FROM THE MERCANTILE 
MARINE. 

*Mr. HAIN (Cornwall, St. Ives) :' 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether he can give the num- 
ber of desertions of seamen and others | 
from the mercantile marine during 
the past three years; and if he will 
lay upon the Table of the House a 
Return giving full particulars similar 
to the Return presented to Parliament 
by the Registrar General of Seamen some 
three years ago. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
quite willing to give this Return ; its 
preparation will take a little time. 


REGISTERED TONNAGE OF SHIPS. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether 
he is aware that in some instances the 
registered tonnage of vessels is only 
about one tenth of the gross tonnage 
or eargo carried; whether he has had 
complaints from Irish Harbour Boards 
upon this subject; and whether he 
can state if the Board of Trade propose 
to remedy this inequality between the 
registered and gross tonnage of vessels. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir ; 
I am aware of the circumstances to 
which the hon. Member refers, and 
the Board of Trade have under con- 
sideration an instruction to their officers 
which it is hoped will mitigate the 
inequality complained of. Meanwhile, 
as | have already stated to the House, 
it is open to harbour authorities to 
endeavour to obtain powers to levy dues 
based on the gross instead of on the net 
local 


tonnage of vessels by means of 
Acts. 
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LONDON WATER COMPANIES—WITH. 
DRAWAL OF PROPOSED REGULA- 
TIONS. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether, considering the 
character of the regulations which 
the eight water companies of the Metro- 
polis have prepared, the expense that 
would be thrown upon consumers if 
any sanction were given to them, and 
the alarm that has been created amongst 
the local authorities and inhabitants 
of London by these proposals. he will 
undertake that no sanction shall be 
given to them by his Department without 
further Parliamentary consideration. 


THE PRESIDENT or THe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 


| beg 


Lonc, Bristol, S.): I understand that 
the proposed regulations have been 
withdrawn. 

Mr. LOUGH: Can the right hon. 


Gentleman suggest any means by which 
local authorities and the inhabitants 
of London may be saved from the great 
expense and trouble they have been 
put to by such regulations being brought 
forward ! 


Mr. WALTER The regula- 
tions were brought by the 
companies in consequence of the direct 
recommendation of the Royal Com- 
mission. They were submitted to the 
Local Government Board in proper 
form, and if the Commissioners thought 
it was desirable that the regulations 
should be put forward, I have no sugges- 
tion to make as to the way in which the 
expense may be avoided. 


LONG: 


forward 


TUBERCULOSIS SEIZURES. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
Board 


dent of the Local Government 
whether, following up the Circular 
dated 11th March, 1899, respecting 


tuberculosis seizures, he has received any 
communications from local authorities 
pointing out their inability to comply with 
the suggestions of the Board; whether 
he is aware, as the result of non-con- 
pliance, that actions at law have risen and 
are now arising in which the recon 
mendations contained in the said Circular 
are ineffectively cited although based 
upon the Report of the Royal Conr 
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mission ; and whether the Local Govern- ~ Mr. GRAY: Is it not the fact that the 
ment Board will again drawtheattention discussion on this question arose in the 
of local authorities to the aforesaid last and not in the present Parliament 2 


re Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, but it 
Mr. WALTER LONG: The answer was only last June. 

to the first and second paragraphs cat zs : 

of the question is in the Pa ti I Dr. MACNAMARA: Will the right 

am not aware of any sufficient reason !0D- Gentleman consider the advisability 

at the present time for complying with of appointing a Committee to see whether 

the suggestion in the last paragraph proposals might be made to deal with 


of the question. this pressing question. 
Mr. WALTER LONG: If that course 
THE HOUSING QUESTION. seems desirable I shall not hesitate to 


recommend it to the House. I have 
issued circulars to the various local 
authorities in the country asking them 
to inform me what are the precise diffi- 
culties which stand in the way of carrying 
out the Acts, and I would rather wait 
to receive their replies before I decide 
to appoint a Committee. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he is prepared to accede 
to the request of the London County 
Council that in its scheme of repayment 
of loans contracted in connection with 
its housing schemes it may be permitted 
to take the value of the land wholly or 
in part out of the Sinking Fund. thus yr. LOUGH: Might not the period 
treating the value so excluded as an allowed for the repayment of the loan 
asset against debt. on the value of the land be extended ? 

The f a a , 
Neal ting question alo appeared yr) WALTER LONG: Tam not quite 
sure whether the hon. Member is entitled 

Dr. MACNAMARA: To ask the First to press the question. I have to con- 
Lord of the Treasury whether he is sider whether we ought to treat the land 
prepared to accede to the request of as holding a permanent value when 
the London County Council that it there is one section in the House which 
may be permitted to spread the re- would be willing, by legislation, to depre- 
payment of the loans contracted in ciate its value. 
connection with its housing schemes ms , 
over a period of 100 years. / Mr. LOUGH: What ground has the 

‘ right hon. Gentleman for saying that L 

Mr. WALTER LONG: Perhaps in entertain an opinion which would de- 
replying to this question, I may be preciate the value of the land, or of any- 
allowed also to answer that to my thing else, for that matter ? 
right hon. friend the First Lord of the 
Treasury, which stands in the name Mr. WALTER LONG: I did not 
of the hon. Member. Proposals of the intend to cast any imputation on the 
kind referred to in these questions hon. Member, but I understand the 
were more than once discussed in hon. Gentleman is one of those who 
this House last year in connection , favour the imposition of a special taxation 
with the Bill for the Housing of the on land, which certainly would not 
Working Classes. It clearly appeared increase its value. 
that the sense of the House was adverse P 
to them, and I am not now prepared to Dr. MACNAMARA: When you get 
propose the legislation which would the replies from the local authorities will 
be necessary for carrying them into effect. you state the effect to the House ? 

In connection, however, with the very 4 : 
pressing question of the provision of | Mr. WALTER LONG: Ido not think 
housing accommodation for the working I can make any promise to offer a state- 
classes, I welcome any suggestions which ment. I am doing my best to bring 
may be made to me and will give them about a solution of this very difficult 
my most careful consideration. question. 


oi] 


Questions. 
DEFAULTING POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether, in the case of defaulting post- 
masters, the Post Office Authorities pro- 
ceed against the sureties before they 
have failed to realise from the principal 
in default ; and, if so, whether the prac- 
tice will be altered, so as to leave the 
sureties free till all the usual steps have 
been taken to make the property of the 
principal liable for the debt. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): No, Sir. 
The practice is to proceed against the 
defaulter in the first instance, before 
<alling on the sureties to make good 
the deficiency. 


SOUTH AFRICAN MAIL DELAYS. 
Mr. BARTLEY: I beg to ask the 


Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether he is 
aware that the South African mail arrives 
frequently, as it did this week,on Monday, 
thus taking nineteen days from Cape 
Town; whether he is aware that the 
new mail boats do the voyage in fifteen 
or sixteen days, thus securing delivery 
of the letters three and four days earlier ; 
whether, under a recent arrangement, 
the voyage of the mails was to be done 
in sixteen days; and whether he will 
take steps to secure that the mails shall 
not in future be carried by the old slow 
boats of the Union Castle Line. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
On three occasions during this year the 
South African correspondence has oniy 
been delivered in London on Monday, 
the packet having reached Southampton 
on two of those occasions on Sunday 
morning, and on the third, late on Satur- 
day night. On the two occasions of a 
Sunday arrival the packet exceeded, in 
adverse circumstances, the time allowed 
for the voyage under the contract, namely 
sixteen days twenty hours. A contract 
time of sixteen days fifteen hours comes 
into force on the Ist of October, 1903. 
It is a fact that the voyage has been 
completed by some of the packets in 
sixteen and even in fifteen days ; but the 
Postmaster General cannot prevent the 
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' use of any particular packet of the Union 


Castle Line which is not up to that speed, 
especially if the ships can in normal 
circumstances do the contract speed, 
If a vessel incapable of performing the 
contract were habitually employed, the 
Postmaster General would, of course, 
represent the matter to the Colonial 
Government. The contract is not with 
the Postmaster General, but with the 
Government of the Cape Colony. Penalties 
are prescribed for cases in which the 
contract time is exceeded. 


Mr. BARTLEY: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that this week again 
the mail arrives on a Sunday. Can he 
not do something to facilitate the carrying 
of them ? 


[The answer was inaudible. | 


PRIVATE POSTAL COLLECTIONS- 
SHEFFIELD CASE. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether’ he is 
aware that Mr. J. G. Graves, a leading 
merchant of Sheffield, carrying on a large 
business through the Post Office, has peti- 
tioned the Post Office authorities to have 
parcels of a less postal value than 54. 
either collected at his place of business or 
accepted at the nearest branch office ; and 
whether the Postmaster General will 
accede to this request. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The person referred to by the -hon 
Member already enjoys exceptional facili 
ties in regard to the collection of his 
parcels, both ordinary and registered, 
by the Post Office, and he desires the 
further privilege of having registered 
letters collected from his premises. No 
provision exists for this purpose, but the 
Postmaster General is considering 
whether a scheme can be devised whieh 
under prescribed conditions would apply 
to the public generally. A decision will 
it is hoped, be shortly arrived at.4j 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT :. Has’not 
the gentleman referred to a right to 
| private collecting box on payment of 4 
| fee of a guinea a year ? 
| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | 
| have no personal knowledge as to that. 
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57 Questions. 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to| 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as | 
representing the Postmaster General, | 
if he is aware that inconvenience has been | 
caused to the Sheffield public having | 
business at the General Post Office by | 
the crowding and work entailed there 
by the representatives of a postal cus- 
tomer to the extent of about £18,000 a | 
year, owing to the refusal of the author - 
ties to collect the registered packets of his | 
firm, as they did prior to the reduction in 
the postage rate by the last Postmaster 
General ; and whether the Postmaster 
(General will give directions for the ordi- 
nary business practice of all carriers to be 
at once resumed so that mutual annoy- 
ance and loss of time may be avoided. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The Postmaster General is aware that a 
good deal of inconvenience has been 
caused by the proceedings of the person 
referred to, who has been warned that if 
he persists in obstructing public business | 
at the Sheftield Post Office it will be 
necessary to take proceedings against him. 
The Department has not in the past 
made special provision for collecting 
registered letters from his business 
premises. The latter part of the question 
isnot understood. 


REGISTERED LETTERS — COMPENSA- 
TION REGULATIONS. 
*Mr. THORNTON (Clapham) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
his attention has been called to the state- 
ment and table of figures printed on the | 
back of the envelopes made to inclose 
registered packets, that, subject to the 
conditions published in the Post Office 
Guide as to registration, compensation 
for loss or damage is given in respect of | 
inland registered packets of all kinds 
according to a table which includes 
a fee of 2d. to secure compensation 
limited to £5 ; and seeing that this state- 
ment may lead the public to believe that 
by paying the 2d. registration fee they 
are ensuring repayment in full up to £5, 
of money which has been registered but 
which is lost in course of post, instead of 
the £2 limited by the above-mentioned 
conditions ; whether he will give instruc- 
tions that on all future issues of such 
tnvelopes a clearer statement shall be. 
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printed of the amount of specie recover- 
able through registration in the post. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 

am in communication with the Post- 
master General on this subject. I 
should be glad if the hon. Member would 
postpone his question for a week. 


ELECTION PETITIONS CLERK—SALARY 

AND DUTIES. 
*Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, Spald- 
ing): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether the Election Petitions 
Clerk receives a salary of £450 per year, 
although the work of his office can be 
done in about a week per year ; whether 
he has just retired on a pension of £300 
per year ; and whether he will consider 
the advisability of adding the office to 
some other department with a lower rate: 
of payment. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The gentleman to whom I understand the 
hon. Member to refer is a first-class clerk 
in the central office of the Supreme 
Court, receiving a fixed salary of £700 a 
year, plus a fee of two guineas for each 
petition lodged and registered. He has 
not retired on a pension. He already 
performs the ordinary duties of a clerk 
in the Taxing Department, besides the: 
work connected with petitions. 


LONDON CUSTOM HOUSE—ACCOUNTS 
OFFICES. 

Mr: O'MALLEY: I beg to ask the: 

Secretary to the Treasury whether any re- 


organisation of the tea and dry goods 


accounts offices in the London Custom 
House is in contemplation by the sub- 
stitution of clerks for officers of the out- 
door department ; and, if so, what steps 
are proposed to be taken to safeguard 
the interests of the staff at present 
employed in those offices. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : In 
any scheme for the re-organisation of 
the tea office, the legitimate interests of 
existing officers will not be overlooked. 
The exact measures which will be adopted 
cannot be stated in advance. 


GLASGOW SMALL-POX EPIDEMIC. 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield): I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will institute an inquiry 
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into the outbreak of small-pox in Glasgow 
in a manner similar to that in which the 
Local Government Board have granted 
inquiries on the occasions of recent out- 
breaks in England ; and if he will extend 
such inquiry into the sanitary conditions 
of the city and its water supply. 


*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GraHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am 
informed by the Local Government 
Board for Scotland that there does not 
seem to them to be any reason at present 
for instituting an inquiry into the sani- 
tary condition of Glasgow and its water 
supply. The reference to the practice 
of the English Local Government Board 
is, I am informed by that Board, rather 
misleading. That Board usually send 
one of their medical inspectors to a district 
where small-pox is epidemic, in order that 
Ite may assist the local authorities with his 
advice and experience, but the Board 
have not on any recent occasion held an 
inquiry into an outbreak of small-pox. 


ST. SEPULCHRE, HOLBORN—BELL- 
TOLLING AFTER EXECUTIONS. 
Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.) : 
T beg to ask the Parliamentary Charity 
Commissioner if the attention of the 
Charity Commissioners has been directed 
to the new rules of the Home Office with 
regard to the tolling of the bell of the 
parish church for fifteen minutes after 
each execution ; and if the Commissioners 
will restore to the parish of St. Sepulchre, 
Holborn, the income of the benefaction 
bequeathed for such purpose, and which 
has been withheld or diverted from the 
parish by the Commissioners for some 
vears past. 


Toe PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY 
COMMISSIONER (Mr. Grir itH Bos- 
CAWEN, Kent, Tunbridge): With reference 
to the question in the first paragraph, 
the Commissioners have no knowledge 
of the new regulation mentioned in the 
question beyond what has appeared in 
the newspapers. The benefactionin ques- 
tion was a gift by Robert Dowe, in 
the year 1705, to the end that the vicar 
and churchwardens of St. Sepulchre, 
London, should for ever, previous to 
every execution at Newgate, cause a bell 
to be tolled, and certain words to be 
delivered to the prisoners ordered for 
execution. 
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City of London Parochial Charities Act, 
1883, the sum representing Dowe’s gift, 
which amounts to £1 6s. 8d. a year, was 
scheduled as an ecclesiastical charity, and 
freed from all previously existing trusts, 
and by a scheme established under this 
Act it became part of the City Church 
Fund, the balance of which, after provi- 
ding for various City church purposes, 
is paid to the Ecclesiastical Commis 
sioners. An amendment tothat scheme 
could only be made on the initiation of 
the trustees of the London Parochial 
Charities. 


ST. CROSS (WINCHESTER) CHARITY 
SCHEME. 

Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) : I beg to ask the hon. Member 
for the Tunbridge Division, as represen- 
ting the Charity Commissioners, whether 
in the new scheme for St. Cross there is 
a provision giving to the town council 
of Winchester the nomination of one of 
the trustees ; whether there is a restric- 
tion in the choice of the person nominated 
that he must be a member of the Church 
of England; whether in recent years 
there is any precedent for making the 
election of a representative trustee ap- 
pointed by a town council on another 
public body subject to such restriction ; 
and whether he will lay upon the Table of 
the House the correspondence on the 
subject, and any protests made against 
the new scheme. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN : There 
is in the recently established scheme for 
St. Cross a provision giving to the town 
council of Winchester the nomination 
of one of the trustees. But the scheme 
in question is not a new scheme in the 
sense that it reorganises the charity. It 
is in the main a scheme consolidating the 
provisions of previous orders of the Court 
of Chancery and of the Charity Com- 
missioners. There is such a restriction 
in the scheme as that mentioned in the 
second part of the hon. Member’s ques- 
tion. The restriction is in accordance 
with the provision made by the Court of 
Chancery in 1857, that the mayor of 
Winchester should be a trustee if a 
member of the Church of England. In 
answer to the third part of the question, 
there are many recent precedents for 
requiring in schemes that representative 
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trustees of Church of England trusts 
shall be members of that Church. I 
shall be glad to lay the correspondence on 
the Tabie if the hon. Member desires it. 


IRISH SCHOOL TEACHERS’ PENSIONS. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Irish 
national teachers in the service on the 
31st March, 1900, and who will be graded 
according to the new system higher than 
their present classes, receive the pensian 
of the class or grade to which they will 
be promoted by paying an increased 
premium, in the same way that teachers 
appointed after the 31st March, 1900, 
and who will be similarly graded, will get 
pension rights. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): At the same time may I ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether teachers in Irish 
national schools will in future get pen- 
sions according to their new grades or 
according to the classification which has 
been abolished ; and. if the latter, can he 
state what arrangements have been 
made for promoting deserving teachers 
toa higher class on the list of prospective 
pensions. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynbuam, Dover): At 
present teachers pay for the pensions of 
the classes which they have obtained by 
examination. Under the new scheme 
they will rise from grade to grade, as dis- 
tinguished from classes, by seniority and 
efficient service. The commissioners 
have resolved that teachers in the service 
prior to the 1st April, 1900, are to retain 
their classifications. 
sion will affect the pension rules and the 
pension fund I am not at present pre- 


pared to say. The matter is one 
requiring careful consideration. 
Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Will 


the teacher who was formerly classed as 
first class, but who may now be in the, 
second class, get the first or second class 
pension ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have communi- 
cated with the Board of Education on | 
this matter, and have given the hon. 
Member their decision, so far as it has | 
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‘been arrived at. I have also explained 
that the way in which that decisicn will 
affect the pension scheme will have to be 
carefully considered. 


SCHOOL ATTENDANCE IN IRELAND. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: TI beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the decreasing population of Ireland, 
and the sub-division of labour required 
under the new programme in national 
schools, he will urge upon the Commis- 
sioners of National Education in Ireland 
the necessity of reducing the average 
attendance required for the first assistant 
from sixty to fifty. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer to this 
question is in the negative. 
AT 


EVICTION NEWTOWN-CUNNING- 
H 


Mr. M‘FADDEN (Donegal, E.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if his attention has 
been drawn to the eviction of a tenant 
named Allison, in the petty sessions dis- 
trict of Newtowncunningham, county 
Donegal, when the sheriffs’ officer had to 
remove the tenant from a sick bed; 
whether a doctor's certificate that it was 
dangerous to remove the tenant was 
produced ; is he aware that the tenant, 
at the hearing of proceedings at the 
Newtowncunningham Petty Sessions, 
stated that he had paid in rent to the 
landlord over £2,000 down to the value 
of the fee simple of the farm; and 
whether the forces of the Crown will in 
future be sent to assist the sheriffs in 
Ireland in carrying out such evictions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The eviction of 
Allison was carried out on the 6th instant 
in pursuance of a magistrate’s warrant 
for possession. At the hearing of the 
case a statement was made on behalf of 
the tenant to the effect mentioned in the 
third paragraph ; the statement, how- 
ever, was not proved. After eviction, a 
sum of £50 was offered to Allison by the 
agent, but was rejected. I am informed 
that Allison was carried out of the house 
in his bed. No medical certificate, how- 
ever, was produced such as is alleged, nor 
was a doctor present. Upon the informa- 
tion before me, it appears that the man 
was in his usual health before, during, 
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and after the eviction. In reply to the | 
last paragraph, it is the imperative duty 
of the Crown to afford protection to 
sheriffs or their officers in the execution 
of writs or decrees issued by a competent 
Court. 


Mr. M‘FADDEN: Was the evicting 
landlord in this case one of the Govern- 
ment candidates at the last General 
Election ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


HORSE BREEDING IN IRELAND. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
say why it is that the Royal Dublin 
Society, in awarding premiums for 
stallions on the register of the Agricul- 
tural and Technical Department, give 
twenty-five prizes of £100 for thorough- 
bred stallions, while agricultural stallions 
get only three premiums of £50 each ; 
whether he will request the Royal 
Dublin Society to give a larger number 
of premiums in the case of agricultural 
stallions, considering that Ireland is an 
agricultural country. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The twenty-five 
premiums of £100 each offered at the 
recent Stallion Show at Balls Bridge will 
be paid out of the fund payable annually 
to the Royal Dublin Society under the 
Probate Duties Act of 1888. They 
absorb one-half of the fund ; the other half 
is alloted to bull premiums. The three 
premiums of £50 each for Agricultural 
Stallions are not paid out of public 
money ; they will be paid out of the 
private funds of the Royal Dublin 
Society. 


Mr. DALY: But cannot the number 
be increased, seeing that Ireland is so 
suitable a country for horse-breeding ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That question 
raises the policy of the Agricultural 
Department, which I am not prepared 
to discuss now. As the hon. Member is 
aware, horse-breeding is a very im- 


portant business in Ireland. 


Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | 
Ireland whether he is aware that, under | 
the new horse-breeding scheme in con- | 
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nection with the Department of Agri- 
culture, no sire has been allotted to 
County Monaghan, while two sires are 
given to County Cavan ; and if he will 
direct that one sire at least be placed at 
the disposal of the farmers of County 
Monaghan. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This question re- 
fers, I am informed, not to the horse- 
breeding scheme of the Department of 
Agriculture, but to that of the Royal 
Dublin Society. I understand that only 
one stallion was entered from the County 
Monaghan, but that it was withdrawn 
by the exhibitor. One stallion is allotted 
to County Cavan, which will be available 
for Monaghan, as will also a stallion at 
Oldcastle, in Meath. 


Mr. DALY: Cannot you give us a 


stallion for County Monaghan? You 
place two in County Cavan ? 
Mr. WYNDHAM: That rests with 


the Royal Dublin Society. 


HAND AND EYE TRAINING IN IRISH 
SCHOOLS. 

Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware 
that classes have been formed to instruct 
teachers in the new system of hand and 
eye training at Ballymena and at Cole- 
raine ; that most of the teachers in the 
Ballymoney district are by reason of the 
rule as to distance ineligible for either of 
these classes; and can he state what 
provision will be made for the Bally- 
money and Ballycastle teachers by the 
Commissioners of National Education for 
instructing them in this subject, and will 
equal facilities be afforded to those now 
given by the Commissioners in Coleraine 
and Ballymena. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A class for the 
instruction of teachers in hand and eye 
training is in operation at Coleraine, and 
a similar class is in course of formation 
at Ballymena. These places have been 
selected because each is favourable for the 


attendance of a large number of teachers. 
‘The claims of Ballymoney and Bally- 


castle will be considered as soon as pos- 
sible, and classes will be formed when 
teachers can be assembled in sufficient 
numbers. 
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LAND PURCHASE IN IRELAND— 
SECURITY FOR ADVANCES. 

Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, having 
regard to the pledges of certain Ulster 
Members, he will consider the propriety 
of recommending in the proper quarters 
the appointment of a Commission to in- 
quire into the question of the financial 
security for advances to be made from 
Imperial sources for the purposes of land 
purchase in Ireland over and beyond 
the balance of the £33,000,000 secured 
by the Guarantee Fund (Probate Duty 
grant, local taxation and grants, etc.) 
under Section 5 of the Purchase Act, 
1891, and to report on the means by 
which such advances may be best secured. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 
Can the right hon. Gentleman say who 
are the Members referred to in the ques- 
tion and what was the nature of the 
pledges said to have been given by 
them ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM : No, Sir; I have 
no information which will enable me to 
answer the supplementary question. 
The matter referred to in the question 
is now under consideration by the 
Government. I am not at present in a 
position to make any statement on the 
subject. 


INTEREST ON ACCUMULATED EX- 
CHEQUER CONTRIBUTIONS. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state what becomes of the interest 
payable on the sum of £200,000, the 
amount of the accumulated Exchequer 
contributions which are levelled up to 
meet possible deficiencies in the payment 
of instalments of purchase money under 


the Land Purchase Act of 1891: and! 


if the interest is not paid, together with 
the annual contribution of £40,000, to 
the local authorities for the purpose 
of building labourers’ cottages, can he 
explain why not. : 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It 
is presumed th: t the hon. Member refers 


to the Reserve Fund created under Sec- 
tion 5 (2) (b) of the Act. On this under- 


standing, the answer to his question is 
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that, pursuant to Section 15 (7) of the 
| Act, the interest on the investments 
representing the Reserve Fund is accu- 
/mulated, reinvested, and added to the 


Fund. The investments on account of 
ithe Fund now amount to £241,000 
| Consols. 


LAND PURCHASE AND LABOURERS’ 
COTTAGES. 

CoLonEL M‘'CALMONT (Antrim, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he wilt 
state how many farms have been sold in 
Ireland under the Land Commission 
since the Act of 1890 became law ; also 
hew many labourers’ houses have been 
erected or improved in connection with 
such farms in pursuance of the order of 
the Land Commission under Section 26. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Act of 1891 
is presumably intended to be referred to. 
Between the passing of that Act and the 
31st ultimo, advances have been made 
in 27,924 cases to enable tenants to 
purchase their holdings under the Acts 
The number of Orders 
made under the 26th Section of the Act 
of 1891 has been three. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES AT LETTER- 
KENNY. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Cork County, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that in the month 
ot May, 1899, representations were for- 
warded to the Letterkenny District 
Council on behalf of fifteen labourers 
residing in that district ; that the dis- 


‘trict council decided not to formulate a 


scheme, and that an appeal from that 
decision, as provided by Section 4 of the 
1891 Act, was forwarded to the Local 
Government Board ; that nothing was 
done in the matter by the said Board; 
that subsequently other representations 
were forwarded to said district council, 
and acted upon by them; that at an 
inquiry held with reference to the latter 
representations, evidence was produced 
before Mr. Kelly, Local Government 
inspector, to the effect that the district 
council had shelved the representations 
lodged with them in May, 1899 ; that 
Mr. Kelly stated that the scheme then 
before him was inadequate ; and that he 
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reported accordingly to the Local Govern- 
ment Board; and whether the Local 
Government Board will order an inquiry 
by their inspector into the representa- 
tions lodged in May, 1899, and order the 
district council to promulgate a scheme | 
which will include cottages for those 
labourers whose representations are so 
long pending. 

Mr. WYNDHAM : The facts are gene- 


rally as stated. It appears that the 
district council received representations 


for the erection of twenty-four 
labourers’ cottages, but they decided | 
to make a_ scheme _ for eleven 


only, as that was the number of 
applicants’ dwellings which the medical 
officer of health actually condemned as 
unfit for human habitation. The scheme 
so made is being confirmed by Provisional 
Order, and it appears from _ recent 


are considering further representations 
with the view of making a supplemental 
scheme. The effect of an inquiry 


such as that asked for would be to coeree | 


the council to act on particular applica- 
tions, but as that body seems to be exer- 
cising a reasonable discretion in the 
matter, the Board do not think there is 
any cause for interference on their part. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY: What was the 


reason for the rejection of the scheme ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The district coun- 
cil put forward a scheme affecting a | 
number of houses which had been con- | 
demned by the medical officer. 


reason for interference on the part of | 
the Local Government Board. 
RENT FIXTURES. 

CotoneL M‘CALMONT: I beg to) 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 
Lieutenant of Ireland 


rents have been fixed by the Land Com- | 


mission or by agreement in Ireland ; and | 
y 48 " . | section, whether the Government intend 


how many cases in which orders have | 


been made under Section 19, Land Law | 
(Ireland) Act, 1881, directing cottages | 
to be built or improved ; 
of these cases have the orders been com- | 


plied with ; and in how many cases have | IRELAND 
the penalties for non-compliance with | iderry, N.): 


orders been enforced. 


{COMMONS} 


_enforecing compliance with the 


: bia ; devolves primarily 
minutes of the district council that they | fiery: 


| 40th section of the Land 


will he state | 
what is the number of cases in which | 


in how many | 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
| fair rents fixed by the Land Commission 
| has been, for a first statutory term, 
| 174,849; for a second term, 34,367. 
|The number fixed by agreements and 
declarations lodged with the Commission 
be been, for a first statutory term, 

132,051; for a second term, 27,777. 
Fair rents have also been fixed in the 
civil bill courts for a first statutory 
term in 18,477 cases, and for a second 
term in 2,492 cases ; and by agreements 
in the same courts, for a first term in 
7,329, and for a second term in 146 cases, 
The number of orders made by the Land 
Commission under the enactment referred 
|to in the second paragraph is 853. | 
am unable to say, without further in- 
|quiry, in how many cases these orders 
have been complied with. The duty of 
order 
upon the sanitary 
authority, and it is only in cases where 
complaint is made to the Local Govern- 
ment Board by householders in the dis- 
trict that the Board act in lieu of the 
sanitary authority. Only one such case 
has so far occurred, and in that the 
Board took proceedings and _ enforced 
the penalty. 

Mr. FLAVIN: How many 
tenancies have been created 2 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I will give the hon 
| Member the information privately if he 
| will allow me. 


Mr. FLAVIN: 


future 


I will put a question 


They | down. 
are now considering a further scheme, | 
and under those circumstances I see no | 


IRISH LAND PURCHASE. 
Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.) : 


I beg 


to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland, 
| having regard to the fact that the Land 
| Judge as seller of an estate under the 


Act of 1896 
frequently asks a higher price than that 
fixed by the Land Commission, and that 
the possession of such power by the Land 
Judge prevents sales to the tenants and 
deprives them of the benefits of the 40th 


; to amend the law so that the Land Judge 


/eannot ask a higher price than that 


| fixed by Land Commission. 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
(Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
The answer to this question 


| is in the negative. 
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Mr. FFRENCH : Would it not greatly 


facilitate the sale of estates if the Land | 


Judge had power to increase the loan or 
no power to increase the price ? 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Is it not the | 
practice of the Land Judges in these | 
cases to demand payment of arrears ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: I must ask for 
notice. 
Mr. FFRENCH: I beg to ask Mr. | 


Attorney General for Ireland whether 
the Land Judge must give the first | 
ehance of pure hasing their holdings to the | 
tenants when there is an absolute order 
for the sale of an estate under the 40th 
section of the Land Act of 1896; and 
whether, seeing that owing to insufhi- 
cient notice the tenants are often not in 
court when the 40th section is applied, 
steps will be taken to have notice served 
directly on the parties interested. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The tenants must, 
and as a matter of fact always do, get an | 
opportunity of exercising the right of | 
pre-emption. The rules and orders pro- | 
vide that the tenants must get notice | 
of the day fixed for the consideration by | 
the Land Judge of the report of the Land | 
Commission. No alteration in the pro- 
eedure is necessary. If the tenants do 
not attend the fault is their own. 


Mr. FFRENCH: Is any notice given 
except in the law lists in the daily paper, 
and can anyone who is not a lawyer 
understand them ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: I think anyone 
who can read can understand the law 
lists. I understand, however, that the 
tenants havea special notice. 


EXFENDITURE ON THE 
IRELAND. 

Mr. CLANCY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether his attention has been 
directed to the increase in the numbers 
admitted to lunatic asylums in Ireland 
and in the consequent expenditure, for 
buildings and maintenance, in those 
institutions ; whether he has come to any 
conclusions as regards the suggestions 
made to him by the deputation of medical 
men which recently waited upon him in 
reference to that subject ; and if he has 
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cost of the maintenance and treatment 
of the insane ought to be made a State 
charge. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
The object of the deputation referred to 
|in the second paragraph was the estab- 
‘lishment of a central pathological labo- 
ratory. In reply to the last paragraph, 
I would prefer to wait for the Report of 
| the Royal Commission on Local Taxation 
before expressing a final opinion on the 
subject. 


GOVERNMENT GRANT TO IRISH 
L phen AUTHORITIES. 

Sir JAMES HASLETT (Belfast, N.) 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state 
when the portion of capitation grant for 
lunatic asylums not paid by Government 
in 1899 will be paid over to the local 


authorities ; and what is the reason for 
withholding it so long. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The position in 


| reference to the payment of the grant in 


| aid of the maintenance of pauper lunatics 
for the period mentioned has repeatedly 


| been explained, both in answer to ques- 


| tions in this House and in communica- 
tions addressed by Government to the 
local authorities. It is erroneous to 
assume that these authorities have been 
deprived of any portion of the grant by 
reason of the change in the year of 
account. It is true that the expenditure 
during the quarter ended 31st March, 
1899, does not form an element in the 
calculation of the grant for 1900-1, but 
in lieu of it the somewhat greater ex- 
penditure for the corresponding quarter 
of 1900 has been taken, and the local 
authorities have thus received for this 
year, as heretofore, a full year’s grant. 


An Hon. MEMBER: Is it not the case 
that the grant is sometimes kept back 
three months? Will the right hon. 
Gentleman inquire into an instance of 
that laid before him ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have inquired 
into it very fully. It is a very compli- 
cated matter. 

DEPORTATION OF PAUPERS 

IRELAND. 


Mr. GILHOOLY: On behalf of the hon. 
Member for North Tipperary, I beg to ask 


TO 





considered the question whether the 
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jenant of Ireland whether his attention 


has been directed to the deportation of a | 


woman named M‘Cabe from Glasgow to 
Nenagh (Ireland) ; whether he is aware 
that it appears from the depositions of 
Mrs. M‘Cabe, that she left Ireland when 
eight years old and went to England 
where she resided fifty-two years, then 
went to Scotland when, after a residence 
of four weeks in a workhouse in Glasgow, 
she was sent to Nenagh; and whether 
the authorities connected with the Glas- 


gow Workhouse are empowered to take | 


such action ; and, if so, whether he will 
cause the law to be amended to prevent a 
repetition of similar action. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [am informed that 
the facts are correctly stated in the ques- 
tion. The Local Government Board 
for Scotland have informed the Guar- 
dians that the Parish Council of Glasgow 
were acting within their legal rights in 
removing this poor person, and that she 
did not reside in Glasgow sufficiently long 
to confer upon the Irish Board of Guar- 
dians a right of appeal against her re- 
moval. The case is doubtless one of 
hardship, but I am afraid I can hold out 
no hope of an amendment of the law, as 
suggested. 


Mr. DALY: Why was this woman, 
who lived fifty-two years in England, 
not sent there instead of to Ireland ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I understand the 
law is that a person who has resided 
for five or six years in a place has to be 
maintained there, but if the term of 
residence is shorter, then the birth-place 
is the place of settlement. Hence this 
poor woman was not sent to England. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I wish 
to ask the right hon. Gentleman whether, 
in view of the extreme hardships of cases 
like these, he will consider the advisability 
of altering the law, so that a person who 
has lived fifty-two years in England 
shall not become a burden on the Irish 
ratepayers ? 


[The answer was inaudible. ] 


SOLICITORS :AS MAGISTRATES. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether solicitors 
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who become magistrates by election 
as chairman of public bodies in Ireland 
under the Local Government Act are 
disqualified by becoming magistrates 
from practising their profession ; and 
if so, whether the Government wil} 
take steps to remove such disqualifi- 
cations. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Solicitors who 
become justices of the peace by virtue 
of being elected to the post of chairman 
of a county or district council are not 
thereby disqualified from practising their 
profession. But it would obviously be 
most improper for them to practise as 
solicitors in the petty sessions courts 
in which they are in the habit of sitting, 
or are entitled to sit as justices. 


TYPHUS FEVER IN THE ARRAN 


ISLANDS. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that typhus fever has broken 
out in one of the Arran Islands, Galway ; 
that no steps were taken by the medical 
inspector to prevent this outbreak; 
and that the unsanitary condition of 
the burial grounds was brought under 
the notice of the late Chief Secretary 


' by questions asked in the House on 


6th July and 2nd August, 1900 ; whether 
the medical inspector has visited the 
island since compliint was made in 
July ; whether he is aware that one 
death from typhus has already occurred ; 
and whether he will inquire if the person 
placed in charge of the patients is a 
man duly fitted to discharge the duties 
entrusted to him. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There are four 
cases of typhus under treatment in 
the Arran Islands. One other case 
has proved fatal. The condition of 
the graveyard has been repeatedly 
brought under the notice of the local 
council, and questions were addressed 
to my predecessor on the subject. The 
duty of taking steps to prevent out- 
breaks of fever devolves upon the 
local authority, and not upon the 
medical inspector of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. That gentleman visited 
the islands last week. The medical 
officer of health considers the person 
referred to in the last paragraph com- 
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petent to discharge his duties. The 
medical inspector proposes to visit the 
islands again to-day, and he will consult 
with the medical officer as to further 
steps, if any, that may be required. | 


*Mr. DUFFY: Is it a fact that the | 
Local Government Board inspector never 
visited this island from July last until 
this question appeared on the Paper a | 
day or two since ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My reply shows | 
that the duty of taking the necessary | 
preventive measures rests in these cases | 
with the local authorities. 
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| purchase of other estates. There ought 
| to be no long delay. 


| Mr. DILLON: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman not see his way to remove 
the difficulty ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I should prefer 
not now to discuss a question of policy 
or legislation. 


FEES UNDER THE LABOURERS 
(IRELAND) ACTS. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether solicitors in Ireland, who appear 


|to oppose representations at inquiries 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS 
MAYO — MARQUESS 
ESTATES. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to a resolu- 
tion of the Westport Rural District 
Council urging upon the Congested 
Districts Board for Ireland the great 
importance of the purchase by the 
board of the Louisburgh and Augha- 
gower estates of the Marquess of Sligo ; 
and would he, as President of the Board, 
use his influence in bringing about the 
speedy purchase of those estates, and 
thereby contribute to putting a stop 
to the tide of emigration from those 
districts. | 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN (Cork) : | 
At the same time I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether, seeing that the Congested 
Districts Board many months ago en- 
tered into negotiations for the purchase 
of the estates of the Marquess of Sligo, 
in the parishes of Louisburgh and 
Aughagower, he can say what is the 
cause of the delay in completing the 
purchase, 


Mr. WYNDHAM : Owing to the pur- 
chase by the Congested Districts Board 
of so large an estate as that of Lord 
Dillon, the limit of advancesof guaranteed | 
land stock fixed by the Land Law Act, 
1896, has been reached in the case of 
the County Mayo, and until a consider- 
able portion of that estate has been re- 
sold to the tenants the Board will not 
be able to resume negotiations for the 


IN COUNTY 
OF SLIGO’S 


held under the Labourers Acts, are 
entitled to fees to be paid, on the order 


_of the Local Government Board, by 


the rural district council, whether the 
opposition is successful or not ; and if so, 
to what fee are such solicitors entitled. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The Local Govern- 
ment Board have, in the exercise of 
the powers conferred upon them by 
the seventh section of the Labourers 
Act of 1883, made an Order fixing 
the costs and expenses which may be 
allowed to owners of land proposed to 
be taken opposing a scheme. These 
costs include, of course, the solicitor’s 
fee, and are payable by the rural dis- 
trict council, The practice is to allow 
costs only when the opposition is success- 
ful, in which case the solicitor’s fee is 
fixed at 10s. 6d. 


ROYAL UNIVERSITY OF IRELAND. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Government is prepared to adopt the 
resolution recently passed by the Senate 
of the Royal University of Ireland, and 
to issue a Royal Commission to inquire 
into the working of the Royal University, 
and to report as to the means by which 
University Education in Ireland may 
receive a greater extension and be more 
efficiently conducted than it is at pre- 
| sent. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The resolution to 


which reference is made has not yet been 
officially received. I understand my 


noble friend will be approached in a day 
or two on the subject, and I should not 
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like to anticipate his reply to the request | this question, in pursuance of their 


of the Senate. undertaking, the King’s Bench Division 
have, in a judgment which I have not as 

IRISH POOR LAW OFFICERS’ | yet seen, overruled the decision of the 
ASSISTANTS. | justices, and held that the occupant of 


Mr. M‘FADDEN : I beg to ask the | the labourers’ cottage was not dis- 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | qualified. 
of Ireland whether his attention has 
been called to a sealed order, dated | LETTERKENNY TOWN COURT. 
4th February last, addressed by the z ae 
‘ : : Mr. M'F2 JIN : 20 ask 2. 
Local Government Board of Ireland to ee bs F me og ee. — ~ 
the boards of guardians in Ireland, | EL oo as Ht 5 catia ake 
making it mandatory for them to appoint | 4 Hs — herp ee : en a 1 ; ex = 
assistants to the several poor law officers ne bliche " 7 te held : r eS “? eines 
set forth in said order in all cases in, & go 1 zs x - = ql or 
‘ : > Towns ‘oveme ‘elar 
which the Local Government Board | U2@er the owns *mproveme (reland) 
F é; cam » Act, 1854, for the hearing and deter- 
consider such appointments necessary ; “ni £ off seateae eat Bak d 
1 apy , ences against said Act, ¢ 
and whether it is intended by such order | M2218 Of olbences ag See Ayes 
ier bi ° é “eg . | offences against Section 12 of the Licen- 
to further increase the number of officials Te thee ar EARS eeeeiailited Qiltiie. it 
in Ireland without first consulting the cae ‘i: shy f te hi a; will “te ne lain 
elected representatives of the ratepayers ae eee eee i wegies 
; Se : . + * why the constabulary authorities have 
as to the necessity for such increase. s ’ ‘ ; 
: refused to prosecute before said town 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the | court for offences committed within the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. town boundary in cases where the 
The occasion for the making of the Order | offenders reside outside the township, 
was a default in some cases by guardians | particularly in cases coming within the 
to appoint nurses when their own 12th section of the Licensing Act of 1872, 
medical officers were of opinion that such | although the urban council of Letter- 
nurses were absolutely necessary for the kenny and magistrates ol the district 
proper care of the sick poor. The Order | petitioned the authorities to have all such 
does not confer any new power on the | Offences committed within the town 
Local Government Board, but was made | boundary prosecuted before the said 
in pursuance of Section 31 of the Poor | town court, which petition has been 
Relief Act, 1838. refused ; whether he is aware that by 
this action of the constabulary the urban 

Mr. M‘FADDEN: Then am I to) council of Letterkenny are deprived of 
understand that the Order is not final ? | a considerable source of revenue owing to 


a such prosecutions being conducted at 
_Mr. WYNDHAM: Any representa-_ petty sealiiine in the name of the con- 
tion that may be made by local authori- stabulary as complainants ; and whether 
ties against the Order will, of course, be His Majesty's Government will cause 
carefully considered by the Board. directions to be issued to the constabulary 


authorities that such offences be prose- 
IRISH RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL- | cuted in the several town courts in Ire- 
LORS AND CONTRACTS. | land, so that the fines resulting therefrom 
Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg! may be available for the reduction of the 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord, heavy taxation with which all urban 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether any’ districts have to contend. 
decision of the High Court in Ireland | ran 
has yet been obtained as to the effect, MR. WYNDHAM: I am aware of the 
which an interest in a contract of tenancy fact mentioned in the first paragraph. 
by a person otherwise qualified has on | Lhe rule is that in cases where the offender 
the right of such person to act as a lives outside the town, or his address is 
member of a rural district council with UDknown, the police prosecute in their 
own name before the justices in petty 


which he has such contract. : j 
: ; sessions, and not in the town court, one 
Mr. WYNDHAM: In the case which | half of the penalties in such cases being 
the Local Government brought to test | paid to the town commissioners. All 
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other cases are prosecuted in the town 
court in the name of the commissioners, 
who receive, in these cases, the whole of 
the penalties. The rule has operated 
generally throughout Ireland for many 
years, and I am advised it should not be 
altered. 


PRESS PROSECUTIONS IN IRELAND. 
Mr. DUFFY: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether 
he is aware that Mr. John M‘Philpin, 
editor and proprietor of the Tuam News, 
Tuam, county Galway, has been sum- 
moned by the Crown to give evidence in 
respect to resolutions and newspaper 
reports published in his paper, an 
alleged to have been furnished to him 
by persons awaiting their trial at Athenry 
on 14th March next; and whether, in 
view of the announcement made recently 
in respect to similar summonses issued 
in the city of Waterford, he will direct 
the immediate withdrawal of the sum- 
mons against this newspaper editor. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I have called for 
a report from the Crown Solicitor in 
reference to the matter referred to, and 
would ask the hon. Member to postpone 
his question until Monday. The case 
has been adjourned until the 8th of 
March, so there is ample time to make 
inquiry. 


Mr. DUFFY: Is it not the fact that 
within the past week an explicit statement 
was made in reference to a similar case 
at Waterford, and will like treatment be 
meted out to Mr. M‘Philpin ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


IRISH KELP INDUSTRY. 
Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway, 

mara): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, in view of the importance of 
the kelp industry to the people along the 
coasts of the congested districts of Conne- 
mara, and in view of the conditions under 
which that industry has been and con- 
tinues to be carried on, he will take steps 
to urge on the Congested Districts Board 
the advisability of establishing a depot 
in some central locality, where the in- 
dustry could be carried on on a more 
scientific basis, to the advantage of the 
people engaged in it. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: Owing to the 
possibility of the importation of iodine 
from South America being at any time 
largely increased, the market for kelp, 
in the opinion of the Board, is an uncer- 
tain and, to some extent, an artificial one 
which should not be disturbed by any 
precipitate action of the kind suggested. 
The Board are, however, making inquiry 
as to the possibility of teaching better 
methods of preparing kelp. 


MAYDEW GRAVEYARD. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state on what date the order of the 
Local Government Board closing Maydew 
graveyard takes effect; whether it is 
within the Board’s knowledge that no 
arrangements have been made to provide 
any further burial accommodation there : 
and whether, under these circumstances, 
the Board will suspend the enforcing of 
the order until some arrangement to 
provide for future interments can be 
made. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The order closing 
this burial ground will take effect from 
the Ist April next. The Local Govern- 
ment Board are not aware whether the 
rural district council have taken steps to 
‘provide future burial accommodation. 
If, however, the council make an effort 
in this direction, the Board, on the 
application of the council, will be pre- 
yared to extend the time for closing the 
graveyard, should such a step be neces- 
sary to enable the council te complete 
their arrangements. 

POSTPONEMENT OF FAIR RENT 

APPLICATIONS. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
_ attention has been directed to the practice 
of the Land Commission of postponing 
‘indefinitely the hearing of fair rent 
applications in cases where negotiations 
‘for sale are pending ; and whether he 
will take steps to secure a more speedy 
hearing of such cases in future. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Perhaps the hon. 
‘Member will repeat this question on 
| Monday next, as communication is neces- 
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sary with the Commissioners, some of 
whom are out of Dublin. 


HANGING GALES. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
of the fact that what is commonly known 
in Ireland as a hanging gale, comprising 
a half-year’s rent, is claimed by the land- 
lords as being due to them out of all 
agricultural holdings; but demanded 
only when the tenants are entering court 
to have fair rents fixed; and whether, 
in any future legislation affecting the 
relations of landlord and tenant in 
Ireland, the advisability of having this 
hanging gale abolished will be considered. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A hanging gale 
is a debt due to the landlord 
by the tenant which the latter gets 
six months or more to pay atter it 
has become due. This indulgence is 
given to tenants on many estates in 
Ireland, but I have no means of ascertain- 
ing whether it is demanded when the 
tenant enters the courts as suggested. 
I am unable to promise any legislation to 
deprive a creditor of his debt because he 
has given time in this way to the debtor. 
f&Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that in many cases the 
landlord issues the writs within fourteen 
days of the current gale becoming due ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


“DAY OF GENERAL 
AND WICK- 


THE RECENT 
MOURNING ”—POLICE 
LOW SHOPKEEPERS. 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 

W.): 1 beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 

the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 

he is aware that the police ordered the 
publicans of Roundwood and Lara, county 

Wicklow, to keep their shops closed on 

Saturday, 2nd February, and whether 

they acted on their own initiative, or upon 

instructions received from a superior 
officer, and under what statute are the 

Irish constabulary entitled to order the 

closing of public-houses on an ordinary 

weekday. ‘2 


.!Mr. WYNDHAM: The fact, I under- 
stand, is as stated in the first part of the 
question. 


The police acted on the in- 
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structions of ‘the district inspector, who 


/was of opinion, erroneously, that the 


public-houses should be closed as on a day 
of public fast under the 35 and 36 Vict. 
cap. 94, Section 78. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Will the 
attention of the Inspector General of the 
Irish Constabulary be drawn to this 
case ¢ 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, his attention 
has been drawn to the error. 


EVICTIONS IN ULSTER. 

Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view of 
the fact that during the quarter ending 
31st December, 1900, the number of 


‘eviction notices filed in the county courts 


of Ulster was 46 per cent. of the number 
of all Ireland, he will consider the ex- 
pediency of repealing Section 7 of the 
Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1887. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
eviction notices filed in the county courts 
in Ulster in the last December quarter 
was 145, out of a total of 310 throughout 
Ireland, or a percentage on the latter of 
46. I cannot hold out any hope of legis- 
lation in the direction suggested. 


Mr. O'MARA: Is this percentage so 
large because of the sympathy that 
exists between the Government and the 
Ulster Members ? 

[No answer was given. 

ALLOTMENTS ACT—EXTENSION TO 
IRELAND. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he will introduce a Bill 
to extend the Allotments Act to Ireland 
this session. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot under- 
take to introduce legislation on_ this 
subject. 


IRISH PROSECUTIONS UNDER THE 
FACTORY ACTS—--KEADY LINEN 
COMPANY. 


Mr. DONAL SULLIVAN (Westmeath, 
S.): On behalf of the hon. Member for 
North Louth, I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
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whether he is aware that when complaint | 


was made to the factory inspector, Belfast, 


that children in the Keady Linen Com- | 


pany were fined for not coming to work 
on a factory holiday (15th August), the 
inspector returned the fine, and did not 
prosecute the company ; and that when 
the father of the children wrote to the 
Home Office for an explanation, he was 
referred by letter of 18th February to the 
inspector complained of; and can he 
state the number of prosecutions under 
the Factory Acts for the last two years 


in county Armagh and county Donegal | 


respectively. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have made inquiry 
and find that the facts are as stated in the 
first paragraph of the question. The 


inspector seems to have taken much, 


trouble to see that the fines wrongly im- 
posed on the two children by their em- 
ployers were returned. It was a matter 
for his discretion whether or not to report 
the case for prosecution. The number 
of prosecutions during the last two years 
has been as follows; In Armagh eighteen 
firms were prosecuted for a total of eighty- 
four offences, and in Donegal seven firms 
were prosecuted for sixteen offences. 


DUBLIN POSTAL TELEGRAPHIC 
STAFF—STAGNATION OF PROMOTION, 
Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether the Postmaster 
General is aware that in the telegraph 
branch of the post office, Dublin, of a staff 
f 212 sorting clerks and telegraphists 
employed, there are over forty at present 
at the maximum of their scale of pay ; 
whether, having regard to the slowness 
in promotion in the telegraph branch of 
the post office as compared with the 
sorting branch, any steps are being taken 
in the revision of the Dublin establish- 
ment, at present under consideration, 
to remedy this state of affairs ; whether 
it is being taken into account in this re- 
vision that the four London and Dublin 
news wire repeaters, which should be 
manned by officers of the rank of clerk, 
have been statfed by sorting clerks and 
telegraphists almost continuously for the 
past five years; and also whether it is 
contemplated to allocate clerkships for 
the Intelligence, Examining, Circulation, 
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and Correspondence sections, as has been 
done in Liverpool and other large centres. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
A revision of the telegraph staff of the 
Dublin Post Office is now under con- 
sideration. It will include such addi- 
tional provision, if any, as may be found 
necessary for the duties referred to by 
the hon. Member. The number of 
superior appointments, however, must 
of course be strictly regulated by the 
requirements of the service, and no in- 
crease in them could be sanctioned merely 
in order to afford promotion to tele- 
graphists who are at the maximum of 
their scale. 


ENNISKILLEN POST OFFICE. 

Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, ‘.): 1 
beg to ask the Secretary tothe Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
if he is aware that though under the 
terms of Mr. Raikes’s scheme of revision, 
announced in 1890, the commencing 
wages of sorting clerks and telegraphists 
were: first year 12s. per week, second 
year 14s. per week, and third year 18s. 
per week, this scale was refused to the 
staff at Enniskillen, and, instead, one of 
12s. per week, rising by annual incre- 
ments of 2s. per week, insisted on ; that 
this matter was submitted to the surveyor, 
who replied that Mr. Raikes’s scheme did 
not apply to that office, and is he aware 
that the form used by the postmaster of 
Enniskillen when recommending the 
starting pay had the initial scales ‘of pay 
given by Mr. Raikes printed on the 
margin; and whether inquiry can be 
made with a view to restitution to those 
sorting clerks and telegraphists on the 
establishment at Enniskillen, appointed 
subsequent to July, 1890, and prior to 
February, 1896, who have been affected. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
There appears to be some misapprehen- 
sion in this case. The scale of pay for 
sorting clerks and telegraphists on ap- 
pointment at Enniskillen, sanctioned by 
the Treasury in 1890, was the same as 
at all other offices of a similar class— 
namely, 12s. the first year, 14s. the 
second year, and 18s. the third year, and 
then rising by 2s. per week annually to 
the maximum. It appears, however, 


that two officers, who are probably those 
referred to, did not enter the scale at 12s. 
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per week, but, in pursuance of further 
authority obtained in 1891, granting a 
concession to officers who had rendered 
unestablished service of not less than a 
year and had attained certain qualifica- 
tions, were allowed to enter the scale at 
14s. a week ; and in their case the pay 
was, as laid down in the authority, 16s. 
a week for the second year, and 18s. a 
week for the third year ; so that instead 
of receiving 12s. a week for the first year, 
14s. a week for the second year, and 18s. a 
week the for third year, they received 14s. 
a week for the first year, 16s.a week for the 
second year, and 18s. a week for the third 
year. Another officer, appointed in 
1892, with longer unestablished service, 
was, in accordance with the same autho- 
rity, allowed to enter the scale at 16s. a 
week, receiving 18s. a week for the 
second year, then rising by 2s. per week 
annually. 


DELIVERY AT COOLARTY 
(CO. LONGFORD), 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he is aware that three complaints and a 
petition, signed by the residents of thir- 
teen townlands, were sent tothe Dublin 
office of the Department, asking for a 
Sunday delivery of letters at Coolarty, 
county Longford, and a wall box to be 
put at Springpark gate; and will the 
prayer of the petition be now attended to. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The complaints and petitions referred to 
by the hon. Member, which it now 
appears were addressed to the Dublin 
Post Office, have not yet reached the 
Postmaster General ; but in consequence 
of the hon. Member's previous question 
of the 18th instant, instructions were at 
once sent to the Dublin Post Ofticetomake 
inquiry as to the practicability of afford- 
ing a Sunday delivery of letters at Cool- 
arty, county Longford, and erecting a 
letter box at Springpark. A Report 
shall be obtained as soon as possible and 


SUNDAY 


the result made known to the hon. 
Member. 
LIGHTS ON THE IRISH COAST — 
MIZEN HEAD. 


Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
repeated representations have been made 
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| by the shipowners and the nautical. eom- 


munity generally, as well as the Harbour 
Commissioners of Cork, as to the necessity 
for the erection of a lighthouse and fog 
signal on or near Mizen Head; and 
whether, seeing that a number of casual- 
ties have occurred there within recent 
years, he will take steps to compel the 
Irish Lights Commissioners to remedy 
this defect. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The ques- 
tion of the erection of a lighthouse and 
fog signal on or near Mizen Head was 
discussed at a conference which was held 
last month at the oftices of the Board of 
Trade, and at which representatives of 
the General Lighthouse Authorities. and 
of a committee of shipowners and others 
interested in shipping attended. The 
latter were asked to state their views on 
the subject in writing, and these will be 
considered by the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights. I may add that the Board of 
Trade have no power to compel a General 
Lighthouse Authority to undertake any 
work. 


AND MEW JSLAND FOG 


SIGNALS. 

Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
it has been decided to replace the fifteen- 
minute fog guns on the Bull Rock by an 
automatic fog signal, and whether 1% has 
been decided to fit a siren there ; whether 
he is aware that a siren has been found 
by experience to be a less efficient and 
more costly form of fog signal than a 
reed horn such as is in use by the Belfast 
Harbour Commissioners : and whether 
he will ascertain and inform the House 
of the cost of the fog-signal machimery 
at Mew Island, and also at Belfast Loch 
No. 1. 


*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : The Board 
of Trade sanctioned in 1897, and a 
tender has been accepted for, the erec- 
tion of a siren on Bull Rock. On the 
general question as to the relative effi- 
ciency and cost of sirens and reed horns 
I am not prepared to express an opinion, 
but I may mention that the Trinity 
House propose to make some experiments 
on the subject in the course of the present 
year. The fog siren at Mew Island has, 
I understand, cost about £3,400, but I 
have no information as to the cost af the 
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fog-signal machinery at Belfast Lough, | regard to Rathlin Island. I understand, 
which was not provided by the General however, that the Commissioners of Irish 


Lighthouse Authority. Lights consider that the present light- 
house isin the best position for both out- 
LUCIFER SHOAL RED LIGHT. ward and homeward bound ships, and 


that they do not consider it necessary to 
have an additional light on the western 
end of the island. 


Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
representations have been received from 
the nautical community as to the charac- 
ter of Lucifer Shoal fixed red light ; and 
whether, seeing that representations have 
been made that this is liable to be mis- 
taken for the port side light of a sailing 
ship, the Irish Lights Board will take 
steps to remove this danger. 


PROTECTION OF TOWN TENANTS’ 
IMPROVEMENTS. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
has received a copy of a resolution passed 
at a meeting of the guardians of the 
aie , , South Dublin Union, requesting the 
*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Such Government to take urgent steps to 
representations have been made, and I have a Bill passed through Parliament 
am informed that the Commissioners of for the protection of town tenants, 
Irish Lights are considering the question whereby the occupier would in case of 
of improving the character of the light disturbance or expiration of lease be en- 


at the Lueiter Shoal. titled to compensation for his own im- 
provements: and whether he will be 
INISTRAHUL FOG SIGNAL. able to see his way to give effect to the 


Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the desire expressed in this resolution. 
President of the Board of Trade whether ; , 
representations as to the nae ity for * Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The resolu- 

sent Ss as e necessity for ; ; ; ¢ 
6a . - ~ tion referred to in the first paragraph of 
fog signal at Inistrahul have reached the . eee at © 

a a . the question has been received. am 
Irish Lights Board ; and, if so, can he nf lewis 
lat aehie . ; ‘ - not able to hold out any hope of legisla- 
explain why no notice has been taken of |. . 2 

tion as suggested in the second. 


them. 
~ ‘kp AO\TTR . Mr. FLYNN: Can the right hon. 
a ne Caen ane Gentleman give Irish Members any 


stand that the question of providing a . . . . 
fog signal at falstunivel “3 been stn assistance in passing a Bill? 
sidered by the Commissioners of the Irish [No answer was returned. | 

Lights, but that they are of opinion that 

it would be a most unsuitable place for ILLEGAL PRACTICES IN THE CHURCH 
that purpose. OF ENGLAND. 

Mr. CHARLES M*ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether his atten- 
tion has been directed to the continued 
resort by a section of the clergy of the 
Established Church to practices not pre- 
scribed by the Book of Common Prayer 
or ordered by lawful authority, such as 
masses, celebration of Holy Communion 
without the requisite number of com- 
municants, children’s Eucharists, cere- 
monial use of incense, and the inculecation 
of habitual confession ; whether he is 
aware that the bishops continue to veto 
legal proceedings intended to check such 
irregularities ; whether the laity in large 
; numbers are thus deprived of their con- 
*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, sir, | stitutional right to the ministrations of 
tepresentations have reached me in religion in their parish churches in 


RATHLIN ISLAND LIGHT AND 
SIGNAL. 

Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
representations have been received from 
the shipping community that a light and 
fog signal should be erected on the west 
side of Rathlin Island, and whether he 
will take steps to compel the Irish Lights 
Board to remedy the defect ; and whether, 
seeing that other works are being under- 
taken during the coming financial year, 
the Board of Trade will exercise their 
veto upon such an expenditure pending 
the carrying out of the above-mentioned 
works. 
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accordance with the rites of the Church 
of England, and that disturbances in 
Divine worship have been occasioned in 
connection with these irregularities ; 
and whether he will consider the desir- 
ability of carrying into effect the Resolu- 
tion of the House of Commons on 10th 
May, 1899, that if the efforts now being 
made by the archbishops and bishops to 
secure the due obedience of the clergy 
are not speedily effectual, further legis- 
lation will be required to maintain the 
observance of the existing laws of Church 


and Realm. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As my hon. 
friend is aware, | have no official cogni- 
sance of the matters referred to in the 
first three paragraphs of the question. 
He must therefore take my answer as 
conveying my own personal views for 
what they are worth. I hope, and 
believe, that the efforts of the bishops 
have had, and are having, a great effect 
in diminishing practices in the Church 
of England which are unlawful or 
inexpedient. I have heard of no em- 
ployment of the veto by any bishop 
except in the case of Colonel Porcelli, 
who was not a parishioner of any of the 
churches of which he complained, nor 
did he represent any responsible body 
or association in the country. I ought 
to add that my hon friend's enumera- 
tion of the unlawful practices he desires 
to see dealt with is somewhat misleading. 
He enumerates five practices which he 
implies are contrary to the law. The 
first of these is Masses. If he means to 
describe the Communion Service of the 
Church of England by the word “ Mass,” 
it seems to me to be a misleading and fool- 
ish expression. But it is not illegal. 
As to the second point, the celebration 
of the Holy Communion without the 
requisite number of communicants is 
undoubtedly illegal; but I have no 
ground for thinking it is otherwise 
than of rare occurrence, and when it 
happens it is often by accident. The 
third point is children’s Eucharists. If 
this means, as I suppose it does, the pres- 
ence of children during the Communion 
Service, it seems to me to be a very unde- 
sirable practice, but it cannot be described 
as unlawful. I may add that it has been 
frequently objected to by the bishops. 
The ceremonial use of incense is undoubt- 
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edly illegal, but I believe the practice has 
greatly diminished, and is diminishing, 
through the action of the bishops. As 
to the fifth point, the inculcation of 
habitual confession is, wherever it takes 
place, a most unfortunate practice. 


Mr. DILLON: This is a speech, 
and a very offensive one. On a point of 
order I desire to ask whether the First 
Lord of the Treasury is in order in de- 
livering a long speech giving his opinion 
on controversial matters to which hon. 
Members are not at liberty to reply. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must say I think 

the fault, if any, is rather of the ques- 
tioner than the answerer. The question 
entersinto matters of opinion which, if | 
had seen it, I should not have allowed to 
appear on the Paper. The first part of 
the question does refer to these practices 
as illegal, and I cannot say the right 
hon. Gentleman is out of order in offer- 
ing his opinion whether they are illegal 
or otherwise. He is speaking, not of 
the merits of the practices, but strictly 
to the question whether they are in 
accordance with the law of the Church 
of England. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the hon. 
Gentleman supposes I was making any 
reflection on observances in the Church 
of which he is a member he is mistaken. 
I was referring only to the Church of 
England, and to practices as they are 
regarded by the Protestant community. 
To make confession a condition of re- 
ceiving Communion is not only repug- 
nant to the whole spirit of the Church of 
England, but is wholly illegal. I do not 
think the imposition of such a condition 
has been attempted, and if it were it would 
not receive a moment’s toleration from 
any member of the episcopal bench. 


Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR: I 
will take the first opportunity of drawing 
the attention of the House to this sub- 
ject. 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire): 
Will the Government give facilities for 
discussion of the subject during the 
present session ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I believe 


there are two Bills on the subject actually 
on the Orders of the House. 
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Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: With no 
chance of debating them. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 


the right hon. Gentleman give facilities | 


for discussing the question whether 
Catholics are or are not idolators ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


ANCIENT IRISH GOLD ORNAMENTS. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg! 


toask the First Lord of the Treasury 
if he can state when he intends to carry 
out the promise made last year that the 
Government would test in a Court of 
Law the right of the British Museum 
authorities to retain in their possession 
certain gold ornaments found in Ireland, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The kaleido- 
scopic changes on this question seem to be 
endless. In August last the then Chief 


Secretary said it had recently been ascer- | 


tained that the right to possession was 
governed by a grant of James I., con- 
firmed by charter of Charles II., and 
since then doubts have arisen whether 
the Crown have any right to press a claim 
against the British Museum. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: But do | 
the Government intend to fulfil their | 
pledge to ascertain if the British Museum 
has a right to retain these ornaments ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The present 


Chief Secretary for Ireland has been going 


carefully into the matter, giving it his | 


personal attention, and has received a 
deputation on the subject. If the hon. 
Member will communicate with my right 
hon. friend, all the information at the 
disposal of the Government would be 
placed before him. I may point out, 
however, that the doubts to which I have | 
referred have arisen since the pledge was 
given, 

LorpD BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): Will the information be laid 
before the House? Many Members are 
interested in the subject. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The position of | 
the Crown in such a matter introduces 
complications which make it impossible | 
at the moment to carry out the pledge | 
given last year. | 


{28 FEBRUARY 1901} 





the House. 90 


THE BUDGET. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
can approximately fix the date for the 
introduction of the Budget. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I ean fix no 


| approximate date for the introduction of 


the Budget. It will not be in the imme- 


diate future. 


NAVAL WORKS AT GIBRALTAR. 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 


| Treasury if he is now in a position to 


state the constitution of the proposed 
Committee or Commission on the Naval 
Works at Gibraltar, the terms of reference, 
and the date on which the members are 
to proceed to Gibraltar for the purpose of 
the inquiry. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It will not be a 
Committee or Commission in the formal 
sense of the word ; it will be an inquiry by 
experts into certain points and put before: 
the First Lord of the Admiralty and the 
Secretary for War. It will be a full 


inquiry, but not with terms of reference, 


as the hon. Gentleman appears to sup- 
pose. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Will 


| there be a Report ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not know 
whether there will be a connected 
Report ; probably separate points will be 
laid before different officers. It will be 
an informal inquiry. 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


Can the First Lord give the House any 
information as to the course of business ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose 


to-morrow (Friday) to proceed with the 
Civil Service Supplementary Estimates 


_and follow with the Navy Supplementary 
| Estimates. 


On Monday I propose to 
move the Order for Ways and Means, and 
ask the House to give the Government 
Tuesdays for financial business up to 
Easter. On Tuesday I shall probably 
ask the House to take a Vote on Account. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Can you 
give us any idea when you will move the 
Speaker out of the chair on going into 
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‘Committee of Supply on the Army and Mr. DILLON: My point is that they 
Navy Estimates ? ought to relate to the smoke-room. ~ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It will not *THe CHAIRMAN: The discussion 


probably be necessary to move the/ must be confined to the matters dealt 
Speaker out of the chair for the Army with in this Supplementary Estimate. 
Estimates before the end of next week. . 
Mr. DILLON : How are we to know 
what is included ? The items are not 
NEW MEMBER SWORN. set forth. 
Charles Alfred Cripps, esquire, K.C., ,,. ? 
for South East Lancashire (Stretford THe CHAIRMAN : If the hon. Mem. 
ber will look on page 4 he will see them. 


Division). 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): This Vote 


SUPPLY. relates to the new rooms which have been 
Considered in Committee. placed at the disposal of the House, and 
: d : I ask therefore is it not in order to discuss 

(In the Committee.) to what use they should be put ? 


{ Mr. J. W. LOWTHER (Cumberland, Pen- *THE CHAIRMAN : 


: : oS It is obvious tha 
rith) in the Chair. ] ‘a oo 


there is no relation between the late 
Civi. Service (SuppLeMeNnTaRy) Esti- clerk’s residence and the provision of a 
MATES, 1900-1901. smoking-room. 


Crass I. Mr. LOUGH : Would those rooms not 
1. Motion made, and Question pro- enable us to have another smoking. 
posed, ‘‘ That a Supplementary sum, not Toom ?. 
exceeding £5,000, be granted to His i sas es 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will M8. FLYNN (Cork, N): The present 
come in course of payment during the smoke-room was changed not long ago, 
year ending on the 31st day of March. and I believe the alteration is a portion 
1901. for the Houses of Parliament ©f the expense in connection with this 
Vote. It will be remembered that the 


Buildings.” : 
smoke-room has quite recently been 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I have removed to the other side of the corridor. 
long been waiting for this opportunity, and the present room is a very great 
and I hope the question I am about to inconvenience to the majority of the 
raise will not be debated upon party lines. Members of this House 


[ allude to the necessity of providing for 
ew *Top (1 7. ere ees 
the Members of this House a new and .~!4E CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member, 
a more airy smoking place. Those of us '° bring himself in order, must show that 
who make a practice of attending the late residence of the Chief Clerk 
steadily and regularly to our duties in ought to have been converted, or 
this House have been long groaning might have been converted, into a smok- 
~, ing-room. If he can show that, then 


under an intolerable grievance in the 1 he j a 
shape of the present smoking-room he will be in order in discussing that, but 
if he is suggesting that other rooms 


accommodation. 
should be devoted to a smoke-room, or 
*Toe CHAIRMAN: How does the that the accommodation of the present 


hon. Member propose to raise such a dis- smoke-room ought to be improved, then 
cussion upon this Vote ? he is not in order. 


Mr. DILLON: It is for the cost of | Mr. DILLON: I confess that I did 
certain alterations in the House of not think you would draw the rule so 
Commons. close as to say that it should be a room 

in the residence of the late Chief 
*THe CHAIRMAN : But these altera- Clerk. Of course, I can argue my 
tions do not relate to the smoke-room. point upon that as well as if it 
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were any other room 
This Vote provides some fresh accom- 
modation for the members of the press, 
and for the warming and ventilating 
of a portion of the House. My con- 
tention is that the present smoking-room 
is not sufficient accommodation for the 
Members of the House who frequent it, 
and I do think that it is a monstrous 
thing that in the House of Commons we 
cannot have decent accommodation in 
the smoke-room and the dining-room. 
I would prefer to take the new smoke- 
room from the House of Lords, but I can 
see that [ cannot argue in favour of that 
proposal under your present ruling. 
My primary object is to get this accom- 
modation wherever we can, and I am 
quite ready to accept an additional room 
if the First Commissioner of Works can 
offer one of those which belonged to the 
residence of the late Chief Clerk. What 
are the conditions to which we are sub- 
jected ? In the first place the room is not 
large enough, and I myself and other 
hon. Members have gone and found it 
impossible to get in, the room being so 
crowded, and the atmosphere absolutely 
unhealthy, and calculated to make one 
weary and ill, instead of making Members 
refreshed to return to business in the 
House. Not only is that the case, but 
the present smoking-room is situated 
over the kitchen or some other subter- 
ranean place where fires are kept up in 
the summer time. It looks into a closed 
yard in which there is no free circulation 
of fresh air, the consequence of which is 
that when summer comes it is absolutely 
intolerable, and I have seen the ther- 
mometer there standing at 90 degrees 
day after day, so that it was, practically 
speaking, uninhabitable. I think that 
that is a condition of things which the 
Members of the House of Commons 
ought not to be subjected to. At all 
events, if we are to have no other smok- 
ing-room accommodation except the 
present room, then I would ask that 
some attempt should be made, by a 
system of ventilation, to relieve the 
vitiated atmosphere of the room. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
is not confining himself to the subject. 
The house of the late clerk is the point 
to which the hon. Member must confine 
himself. 
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Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Douctas, Kent, 
St. Augustine's) : Perhaps it will shorten 
the debate upon this subject if I state 
now what che Government propose to 
do, and it may save a good deal of time. 
I fully admit the inadequacy of the pre- 
sent smoking-room accommodation, and 
it has been my earnest endeavour to 
improve the ventilation of that spot. 
Owing to the vacation of the late clerk’s 
residence we have been able to make a 
different allocation of the rooms, and 
at the present moment there are some 
four or five rooms which have not been 
allocated on the ‘Terrace front. I 
had intended to ask the House at the 
commencement of this session to re- 
appoint the House of Commons Accom- 
modation Committee, so that they might 
make some recommendations upon this 
point. Besides further smoking-room 
accommodation, some hon. Members 
opposite require further accommodation 
for their private secretaries and for type- 
writing, and it has always been the 
practice of this House, that whenever 
structural alterations of the building 
take place, this should only be done 
upon the Report of a Committee of this 
House. I did not see fit last autumn to 
make these alterations, because I in- 
tended to move for the re-appointment 
of this Committee for that purpose. It 
is quite possible to makea decent smoking- 
room on the site to which I have alluded. 
I am not certain that it would be adequate 
for the large number of hon. Members 
who use the smoking-room, but, at all 
events, it would be a great improvement 
on the existing room, and not being 
over the kitchen, would be free from the 
smells of which the hon. Member com- 
plains, as it would be possible to ventilate 
it thoroughly. I will do my best to 
provide this extra accommodation. In 
regard to the other small requirements 
of the House, I think these had better be 
left to the Committee, and if the hon. 
Member is satisfied with my explanation 
I will put down a notice for the appoint- 
ment of the Committee. 


Mr. DILLON : I rise simply to convey 
my grateful thanks to the right hon. 


|Gentleman. Nothing could have been 


| more satisfactory than his statement. 


| 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) asked if an additional smoking 
room could not be provided. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: That is a 
point to which the attention of the 
Committee will be directed. Of course 
we shall be guided by the recommenda- 
tions of the Committee, and we had 
better wait until it reports. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: When 
will you appoint the Committee ? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I will put 


it down on the Paper as soon as I can. 


CoLoneL WELBY (Taunton) said they 
all knew the condition of many parts 
of the House on a hot July day, and he 
would make a suggestion as to the venti- 
lation of the lobbies--— 


*THe CHAIRMAN : No question arises 
on the lobbies, 


Mr. LOUGH thought that the state- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman 
in regard to the appointment of a 
Committee was quite satisfactory, and 
it would be more convenient for hon. 
Members to bring any suggestions 
they had to make before the Committee 
rather than discuss them there. A 
reference was made in the Estimates 
to ventilation. Members had suffered 
greatly from the thoroughly bad venti- 
lation of the big Committee rooms 
upstairs. He understood that experi- 
ments were promised a long time ago 
with the object of determining whether 
the ventilation of these rooms could be 
improved. He did not know whether 
this would come within the scope of 
the reference to the Committee, but 
he would ask whether the right hon. 
Gentleman could not adopt some of 
the simple expedients now common 
in other places—such as electric fans— 
so as to make the ventilation quite 
right. There was also a reference in 
the Vote to the increased cost of fuel. 
Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman 
could give some information on the 
point which might be interesting to 
the House, for other people had suffered 
from the increased price of coal. Would 


the right hon. Gentleman say what the 
Government were doing in the pur- 
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\chase of fuel, and whether the price 
was going down, so that this difficulty 
might soon disappear. 


Mr. FLYNN said he wanted some 
information in regard to the item 
under the heading D,—‘‘ Cost of furniture 
etc., in connection with the opening of 
Parliament by the King in person.” 
He objected to this Vote in toto, not 
because the King had opened Parlia- 
ment in person, but because the whole 
of the arrangements had been most 
unsatisfactory and most undignified. 
He would like to know what that addi- 
tional furniture was and where it was 
placed. He had never seen any of it. 
The sum—£800—was not very great, 
but the principle involved in this Vote 
was important. The House had to 
find the money for these ceremonies, 
but hon. Members were deprived of 
any accommodation to witness them 
except that which they would not 
give a lackey. He himself had taken 
no part in the proceedings, because 
he had a distaste for ceremonials of 
that kind, but he had been assured 
by hon. Members who were there that 
the only accommodation they could get 
enabled them to gain a peep view over 
their neighbour’s shoulders. Infact, 
they had no more opportunity of catch- 
ing sight of the King and Queen than 
a man in a theatre had of securing 
a view of the stage if he sat behind a lady 
wearing a tall feathered hat. The 
result was that hon. Members had 
suffered considerable pain of mind and 
body. He had great sympathy with 
hon. Members on both sides of the 
House who had been engaged in the 
discreditable football rush towards the 
bar of the other House, and who, when 
they got there, could not even see 
their Majesties. 


| 


Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.) said he had placed on the Notice 
Paper a motion to reduce this Vote 
by the sum of £1,300. He would not 
have done so if it had really been the 
opening of Parliament for which they 
were asked to pay the reasonable ex- 
penses. But it was not the opening 
of Parliament, but the opening of an 
assembly of ladies and friends of the 
Lord Great Chamberlain; and it was 
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too much to ask the British taxpayer likely to be crushed. When he got to 
to pay the expenses, at this time, of the House of Lords he had a view of 
such a ceremony. He believed that several very handsome peeresses, very 
the people who went to see this show prettily dressed, but he saw very little 
and who had no constitutional right | else, and had only a peep at His Gracious 
or necessity to be there, should pay Majesty. But he had a much more 
the expenses, just as they would pay’ serious reason for moving the reduction 
for seats at the opera or theatre. A of this Vote, as he had intended doing. 
great constitutional question was in- He thought that it would have been far 
volved in this Vote, because if Parlia- better if the King had not come 
ment was to be opened by the Sove- to open Parliament on that occasion, 
reign in person, and if the King was and the £1,300 would have been saved. 
to deliver his gracious Speech from Her late Majesty, when she came to open 
the Throne to the Lords and his faithful Parliament, was fulfilling a very im- 
Commons, the Commons ought to be, portant part of the Constitution, and 
there, and it was for them that room therefore she was to be encouraged in 
ought to be supplied. He was not doing so; but on this special oceasion 
making any attack upon the right hon. the King ought not to have come, and 
Gentleman opposite. He knew it was his reason for saying so was that he 
not the right hon. Gentleman’s fault, wished His Majesty had put off making 
and that the matter was entirely in the Declaration calling him an idolator. 
the hands of the Lord Great Cham- 
berlain. He spoke not only for Members *THECHAIRMAN: Order, order ! That 
of that House, but also for Members has nothing to do with the Vote before 
of the other House, who had been worse the Committee. 
treated even than the Commons were, 
and had been deprived of their usual) *(CoLoneL NOLAN said he might not 
seats. It was most important that the be allowed to argue the question, but he 
House should show that they meant could not be compelled to vote £1,300 to 
to be as loyal and faithful to His pay the expenses of His Majesty coming. 
Majesty the King as they were to as was alleged, to open Parliament. He 
the late Queen; but if they passed did not blame the King. He knew 
this Vote it was as much as saying that that whatever His Majesty said, he was 
they did not value the privilege of | advised to say by his responsible Ministers. 
access to His Majesty, and that they If he was not allowed to give the reasons 
did not care to hear his gracious for the vote he was going to record, 
Speech from the Throne. He thought everyone should know why he objected 
that, having been prevented from obey- to the Supplementary Estimate asked 
ing the first command given to them by for. Not only every Roman Catholic 
His Majesty after his accession, they Member. but every enlightened Pro- 
should make this protest; and he) testant ought to join in the endeavour 
hoped hon. Members would take that, | to cut it down. 
the only opportunity they had, of, 
testifying their loyalty to His Majesty fp. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
by refusing to vote this sum. He aid that all this bother in the House 
moved that the Vote be reduced by | of Commons was, as usual, due to an 
the sum of £1,300. hereditary gentleman—the Hereditary 
Motion made and Question proposed, | Lord Great Chamberlain. He was per- 
“That a sum not exceeding £3,700 fectly convinced that if the matter had 
be granted for the said Service.’—_ been left in the hands of the right hon. 
(Sir Brampton Gurdon.) Gentleman the First Commissioner of 
Works, the House of Commons would 
*CoLONEL NOLAN (Galway, N.) said not have been treated in the fashion it 
he might fairly support the Amendment had been, and that hon. Members would 
for the reasons given by the hon. Member. | have had allocated to them a fair space 
He had not been in the crush, but every- | in the House of Lords when His Majesty 
thing had been done to put hon. Members came to deliver his gracious Speech 
in a position in which they were very from the Throne. He would like some 
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one to explain how far the functions of | 


this hereditary gentleman—the Heredi- 
tary Lord Great Chamberlain—went. 
He had an objection to vote anything as 
long as that gentleman had the disposal, 
in any sort of way, direct or indirect, of 
the funds voted by the House of Com- 
mons. He believed that there was a 


time when this Hereditary Great Cham- | 


berlain exercised a jurisdiction over all 
the palaces in the country; but, by 
degrees, he had been disestablished in 
every palace except that of Westminster. 
He really thought it was full time that 
they should claim that the Palace of 
Westminster, being the seat of the Legis- 
lature of the country, should be in the 
hands of some responsible Minister, like 
the right hon. Gentleman the First Com- 
missioner of Works. 
out that the Hereditary Great Chamber- 
lain was a peer, and looked after his own 
friends — especially the peeresses. He 
(Mr. Labouchere) was as fond of a show 


as anyone else, but he had had no oppor- | 


tunity of seeing this one. Surely, if it 
became a question as to whether peeresses 
or the Members of the House had the 
privilege of witnessing the show, repre- 
sentatives of the Commons, who were a 
component part of the Legislature, had 
the first call in regard to space. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
take some steps to take the control of the 
Palace of Westminster out of the juris- 


diction of the Lord High Chamberlain, | 


and place it in the control of a responsible 
Minister. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe) expressed a hope that the 
right hon. Gentleman who asked for the 
Vote would take notice that what had 
been said was a faint echo of the wide- 
spreaddissatisfaction that existed inregard 
to this matter. On the occasion of the 
opening of Parliament hon. Members 
endeavoured to squeeze themselves into a 
place which could not accommodate them, 
and the arrangements made were such as 
to mar the dignity and decorum which 


everyone desired should permeate such | 


an occasion. He did not look at the 
matter from a spectacular but a con- 
stitutional point of view. 
the Crown, the Lords, and the Commons 
were the component parts of Parliament, 
and it was the King’s command which 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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He would point. 


The Sovereign, | 
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took hon. Members to the other House,. 
and, putting the spectacular aspect of the 
matter on one side, the only proper way 
in which the King’s command could be. 
obeyed was for proper accommodation 
to be made for the Commons to assemble 
in the House of Lords, as was desired. 
He had been shocked to see the way in 
which the House of Lords had _ been 
transformed. If the Lords cared to have: 
their benches put up and stacked away 
and narrow wooden benches erected for 
themselves and their peeresses, cer- 
tainly he did not object. But outside 
the space of the actual technical House 
of Lords the Commons had the first 
claim. He would like to know why 
Members were deprived of the  pos- 
sibility of going into the galleries in 
the House of Lords which were re- 
served for them, especially when those 
galleries were not fully occupied. The 


‘only remedy for preventing a recurrence 


of the unseemly spectacle which was 
witnessed on this occasion was that steps 
should be taken—and they could be 
taken at the beginning of a new reign, 
for of course the Crown was above pre- 
cedent as regards its own high officials 
—to put the Lord Great Chamberlain in 
his proper place in these matters. 


Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.) also pro- 
tested against the arrangements which 
were made for the reception of the House 
of Commons when they started to obey 
the King. Many reasons had been given 
to show that the First Commissioner of 
Works was not to blame, but he con- 
sidered that that Gentleman was entirely 
to blame. In the unseemly crush which 
took place when the House was sum- 
moned to hear the Speech from the 
Throne, he had been content to put up 


| with the loss of a hat, but one hon. Mem- 


ber had been so injured that he had 
never been out of bed since. Until the 
House received some kind of apology 
from the right hon. Gentleman for what 
had occurred, when he knew, under 
the circumstances, that all Members of 
the House would like to attend, he should 
consider he was to blame for not making 
arrangements with the Lord Great 
Chamberlain on the subject. 


*Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye) 
was glad that this opportunity had been 
taken for adequately expressing the wide- 





m 
th 


tic 
fa 


sid 
an 
Ch 
th 
mé 


be 
no 
in 


at 

whi 
mit 
mac 
mal 
of t 
tho: 
han 
It ] 
ocee 
qua 
cha: 





100» 


ISse,. 
the: 
yay 
be- 
ion 
ble 
‘ed. 
in 
een 
ave 
vay 
for 
2er- 
side 
use 
irst 
vhy 
DOs- 
in 
re- 
108e 
The 
nce 
was 
Leps 
be 
ign, 
pre- 
sials 
nin 


pro- 
hich 
yuse 
ybey 
iven 
r of 
con- 
rely 
hich 
um- 
the 
; up 
[em- 
had 
the 
logy 
yhat 
nder 
s of 
ould 
<ing 


reat 


Eye) 
bee 


ride- 





10i Civil Service (Supple- 


spread feeling of dissatisfaction which 
prevailed on this subject. A short time 
since he had put a question to the First 
Lord of the Treasury as to the advisa- 
bility of appointing a Committee to con- 


sider the comparative merits of West-_ 


minster Hall as a place where Parliament 
might be convened. The proceedings on 
the opening day marked a complete 
divergence of the theory and the prac- 
tice of Parliament, and they were, in so 
far as the House of Commons was con- 
cerned, a positive scandal. Until the 
reign of Henry VII., and possibly on 
some subsequent occasions, the opening 
of Parliament took place in the Painted 
Chamber, the Lords sitting on the one 
side and the Commons on the other; 
and at this date, when the - Painted 
Chamber was no longer in existence, 
the chamber which most closely approxi- 
mated was Westminster Hall. The cost 
of utilising what was acknowledged to 
be the grandest hall in England would 
not greatly exceed the cost at present 
involved in opening Parliament. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) said it appeared to him that in this 
particular case the House of Commons 
was in the same position as an Irish 
county council in connection with the 
court-houses in Ireland. They built and 
maintained the court-houses, yet those 
court-houses were not in their control, 
but in the control of the High Sheriff. 
In this case the House of Commons paid 
the money, and the control was in the 
Lord Great Chamberlain. He should 
certainly go into the lobby against the 
Vote asked for. He intended to vote 
against the proposal as an expression of 
his feeling in connection with the pro- 
ceedings at the opening of Parliament. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I am_ not 
at all surprised at the dissatisfaction 
which has been expressed by the Com- 
mittee with regard to the arrangements 
made at the opening of Parliament. As 
many hon. Members on the other side 
of the House were kind enough to say, 
those arrangements were not in my 
hands or in the hands of the Government. 
It has always been my wish on these 
occasions to represent in the proper 
quarter that accommodation of a suitable 


character should be found for the House 
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of Commons. But so far as I am con- 
cerned, 1 have no power in this matter 
to act for the House of Commons. With 
regard to the particular question and 
the jurisdiction of the Lord Great Cham- 
berlain, I venture to offer the protest 


| that this is hardly the opportunity when 
complaints in regard to that distinguished 


officer can be made. All we are asked 
on the present occasion to do is to vote 
a sum of money with regard to certain 
arrangements made for the opening of 
Parliament in the House of Lords, 
arrangements made not by the Great 
Chamberlain’s office, but by the 
Department I represent. I hope I 
shall be able to justify that expenditure 
and show, if pressed, that the actual 
amount of money spent has been repre- 
sented by the goods provided. But with 
regard to the general question of the 
convenience of Members on that occasion, 
I would point out that I recognise that 
the House of Commons is properly dis- 
satisfied with the arrangements then 
made, but I think that that dissatisfac- 
tion is general not only to the House of 
Commons, but to the other House and to 
the public at large. I am quite sure 
that there is no one in this country more 
anxious to provide proper accommoda- 
tion for his faithful Commons than His 
Majesty the King. With regard to 
Westminster Hall, the hon. Member 
who has just sat down has made an 
appeal to me, and although I agree with 
him as to the suitability of the building, 
I wish to put on record a protest with 
regard to the expenditure likely to be 
incurred. I should like to guard myself 
in that maattr, because undoubtedly the 
expenses would be considerable in pro- 
viding accommodation. 


*Mr. STEVENSON: My only point 
with regard to expenditure is that West- 
minster Hall would require little decora- 
tion, 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: With re- 
gard to decoration, yes ; but with regard 
to stands and other things I may tell 
the hon. Member that I have taken 
pains to go into the figures, and to get 
these things would involve considerable 
expenditure, but I do not think there 
need be a difficulty; if both Houses are 
agreed and if the King is pleased to agree, 
in making the necessary alterations. 


D2 
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May I point out that not only did we 
recognise that the accommodation at 
present is unsatisfactory, but that we 
have at once met the appeals made to 
us from both sides of the House to find 
some remedy, and my right hon. friend 
the Leader of the House at once con- 
sented to the appointment of a committee 
to take into consideration not only the 
accommodation available in the House 
of Lords, but also the advisability of sub- 
stituting Westminster Hall for use on 
similar occasions ! That motion has been 
on the Paper two or three nights, and 
it is only owing to the action of hon. 
Members from Ireland who complain of 
the general arrangements on that occa- 
tion that that motion has sot received 
the approval of the House of Commons. 
I hope that the motion may be carried 
to-day, especially after the discussion we 
have had. Before that committee the 
whole of the subject can be raised in a 
much fuller way, with all the materials 
required before it, than can be the case 
on the present occasion. I trust, in 
view of the anxiety expressed by the 
Government to meet the views of Mem- 
bers on both sides, the Committee will 
not only agree to the expenditure which 
has been incurred for the opening of 
Parliament this year, but also allow us 
to proceed with the motion to-night for 
the committee to inquire into the pro- 
viding of proper accommodation on a 
future occasion. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
thought the House would recognise the 
very sympathetic reply of the right hon. 
(rentleman. He was sure they were all 
agreed that if the arrangements had been 
in his hands the state of things that 
existed would not have occurred. The 
right hon. Gentleman had told them that 
this was not the occasion to raise this 
point. The hon. Member would like to 
know when the occasion would arise. 
This gentleman’s salary did not come up 
on the Estimates, and they had practically 
no other occasion whatever for raising the 
question. It appeared to him that if they 
were dissatisfied at the insult offered to 
the House of Commons it was the duty 
of the House to refuse to vote this money, 
as a protest against the system. If the. 
individual responsible for what had 
happened had brains he ought to have 
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Mr. Akers Douglas. \ 
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foreseen the state of things. He himself 
did not attempt to get into that portion 
of the House of Lords which was allocated 
to Members of the House of Commons 
on that particular day. The individual 
responsible must have known that the 
House of Commons would be summoned 
to the House of Lords, and if he had only 
calculated the space required he would 
have come to the conclusion that it was 
impossible to have his own particular 
friends and the peeresses present on that 
occasion. There was another matter, 
and that was the ridiculous arrangements 
made for the press on that occasion. The 
accommodation for the press was materi- 
ally limited, in fact only comparatively 
few selected newspapers were represented, 
and many important journals in the 
country were unable to have their repre- 
sentatives there. In fact, in his opinion, 
they were treated in the most con- 
temptuous way by the individual respon 
sible. That was a state of things which 
deserved severe condemnation, and 
showed utter incapacity on the part of the 
person responsible. There were persons 
in the House of Lords that day who had 
no more claim to be there than the man 
in the street. It seemed to him to he 
part of the general policy pursued in 
reference to recent processions and other 
things. If it were in order to discuss 
them now he should say something of the 
arrangements made on the occasion of 
her late Majesty’s funeral, but it was 
impossible to enter upon that matter now. 
It showed to him that there was a feeling 
practically of contempt with regard to 
that House on the part of the individual 
responsible, for this treatment was con- 
tinued. This official seemed to think 
that he might pursue that course, because 
the House of Commons did not vote his 
salary. 


mentary) Estimates. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall) said everyone who ex- 
perienced the inconvenience arising from 
the arrangements made for the opening 
of Parliament must fee] that there was 
great neglect of the interests of that 


‘House, but he was not at all sure that 


they were fair in laying all responsibility, 


‘or indeed any very large share of it, on the 


Lord Great Chamberlain. No doubt 
these affairs were governed by precedent. 
He thought there was great want of 4 
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sense of responsibility on the part of the | glad that, on the occasion referred 
Government to see that the House of | to, the side galleries, usually available 
Commons was properly looked after on | in the House of Lords for Members of the 
the occasion. The right hon. Gentleman | House of Commons, were notopentothem. 
said he was not responsible. What he | lf they had been he was quite certain 
wanted to know was, which member of | that a larger number would have shared 
the Government —there were twenty of |in the discomforts of the occasion. He 
them—was responsjble for seeing that the | did not think that any of the Members 
House of Commons was treated with | who had spoken had grappled with the 
ordinary decorum? The hon. Member | real difficulty of this question. It was 
for the Kirkcaldy Burghs had referred to | not to be solved by making the office of 
the want of arrangement on the occasion | Lord Great Chamberlain an elective one, 
of Her late Majesty’s funeral. That | or by any method of that sort. The real 
want was most deplorable. difficulty was to get the quart of the 
oo House of Commons into the pint of the 
*THE CHAIRMAN 2 That matter can-| House of Lords. The House of Commons 
not be raised on this Vote. ‘could not attend His Majesty as a whole, 
Sr E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : | 22d it would be well to consider whether 
some small number of Members should 

not be selected to represent the House. 


Quite so. He would say no more about | 
it. He only referred to it, not to argue | 
the matter, but as an illustration of the | 
necessity for some new arrangement 
being made in the interests of the House | 
of Commons. He suggested that either | 
some special official should be appointed 

to look after the interests of the House of | 
Commons, or that the Government 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field) said he would vote for the reduc- 
tion of this Vote. The Government 
had proposed a Committee to deal with 
this subject, but the Committee would 
have no legal right to go to the Lord Great 
ee ae Chamberlain and ask him to do anything 
should distinctly depute his right hon. reese : > 
ial din Waist Corteniaslionine of Weekes on their behalf. If the Househad themoral 
is dead with this deamiilliis Then aa | courage to protect its own dignity and 
dake Choy weadid cng the area constitutional rights in connection with 
iia aah abeikiaey He panicuien sate 'the granting of money when they were 
tiie we ek aaa ee coaies ne treated as they had been, things would 

“s ld reer ‘t a oni t r ieee ana be managed differently on such occasions. 
ee ee ee Se cr | i wells support the Government and 
memation for Members of the ated fe Committee in the action they were 

a ithe mittee ‘an es aa 
of Commons more than His Majesty aki . 
himself. He tl NN a taking. 
umself. e thought if proper represen- 
tations had been made to him by someone, | Mfr. DILLON said he should be sorry 
the interests of the House of Commons | to allow it to be supposed that the Irish 
would have been better looked after. Members had any grievance in not getting 

, ' . into the House of Lords. They had not 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.) said the into the H ; J : 
rae. Prato ars _: |the slightest desire to enter the House of 
interest of the’ Nationalist Members in © ; 

7 % Lords, and they watched with amusement 
this question had reference to the money eb manpielas A TE IT IT 
;) |and surprise the degrad: ‘Ss 
involved. He had no sympathy at all & : 
ith | shies. eile, ag tied ithe House. If the Members of the House 
with hon. Members who got jostled in pee proper sense of their own Ait 

iad any proper sense ¢ 2 y y 
the rush to the House of Lords. He . ae 
uit thea Ghe wes week del Ot would let these high and mighty 
served all they got on the occasion. agai oy a 

. p ret Vv “ > DY St 
He rose to ask the right hon. Gentleman | ‘Te! f2em I , 


. : yut their hands into their own breeches 
a question with regard tothe new smoke- | PUt = ie. 
room pockets. If the House of Commons re- 


fused to pay the bill, ample accommoda- 
*THE CHAIRMAN ssid it would not | tion would be forthcoming on the next 
be in order to raise that matter on this | occasion. He heartily agreed with the 
Vote. sentiment expressed by one hon. Member 
who said that on the occasion referred 
Mr. HEYWOOD ~ JOHNSTONE | to they had been treated as they deserved 
Sussex, Horsham) said he was very |to be. He had never attended any of these 
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ceremonials, but during the time he had | 
been in the House he had seen Members | 
come there after great ceremonials weep- | 
ing, lamenting, and bewailing the gross | 
insults with which they had been treated. 
On one occasion they went in procession 
through Victoria Street to present 
congratulations to the Queen in connec- 
tion with the Jubilee, and they were 
practically kicked downstairs, and he 
found the House of Commons literally 
boiling with indignation over the treat- 
ment to which they had been subjected. 
That had been repeated over and over 
again, and until the House of Commons 
did some specific act different from grum- 
blings and growlings, and showed that 
they were not going to submit to that 
treatment, they would be treated in the 
same way. They had a simple way of 
stopping it if they chose, and that was 
by stopping the supplies. Let it be 
known that if they were going to carry on 
ceremonials at the public expense they 
must treat the House of Commons with 
civility, and that otherwise the House 
of Lords could raise a subscription for 
these entertainments. He thought they 
would then find that the Lord Great 
Chamberlain would become civil to the 
House of Commons. The right hon. 
Gentleman opposite had on these occa- 
sions done his best for the House of Com- 
mons. He trusted sincerely that if they 
pissed the Vote they would get kicked 
out as before. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) 
said he rose to call attention to the accom- 
modation provided in the press gallery 
of the House of Commons. He was not 
sure that it was in order to do so under 
this Vote. 


*THe CHAIRMAN said the Amend- 
ment which had been moved related 
solely to the provision for the opening 
of Parliament, and the debate must be 
confined to that. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN gave notice 
that on another occasion he would call 
attention tothe fact that, in his opinion, 
there was not proper accommodation in 
the press gallery. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.) said 
there were no details given of the 
expenditure, and they were absolutely 


Mr. Dillon. 
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in the dark as to what the money was 
asked for. They did not know whether 
they had got fair value for the money or 
not. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.) 
said the remark made by the hon. Mem- 
ber for South Fermanagh showed the 
Ulster keenness about pounds, shillings, 
and pence. As an Irish Member he 
had no fault to find with the 
accommodation provided at the open- 
ing of Parliament, but he suggested 
that in connection with the Coronation 
ceremony a few hundred pounds should 
be spent in providing ambulances for 
Members of the House who at risk of life 
and limb attempted to attend. More- 
over, it would be as well that Irish 
Catholic Members should not be asked to 
go to the House of Lords on such occa- 
sions to hear their religion insulted. 


Sik BRAMPTON GURDON thought 
that to go to a division was the only 
means the House had of apologising to 
the King for not obeying his command. 
Furthermore, as the hon. Member for 
Rushcliffe Division had truly said, if the 
Lord Great Chamberlain had removed 
the benches from the House of Commons, 
that House would very soon have wanted 
to know the reason why. The Lords, 
however, have no constitutional privi- 
leges in this way, and so were obliged to 
suffer. The House of Commons, there- 
fore, should have some feeling for the 
House of Lords, and help them where 
they could not help themselves. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick’s) 
would not have intervened but for the 
remarks of a previous speaker. Being 
an Irish Member he had no desire to 
assist in the House of Lords at the open- 
ing of Parliament, especially when the 
King used an Oath which in the opinion 
of Catholics was blasphemous— 

*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! I 
have already pointed out more than 
once that the matter is not one to be dis 
cussed on this Vote. 

Mr. FIELD did not propose to discuss 
the matter further than to say that as 
an Irish Member—— 


*THe CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 


is not entitled to say anything further 
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after I have told him it would be dis- 


orderly to refer to the matter. He 
really must not go on with the subject. 


Mr. FIELD said that while the Irish 
Members had no desire to go into the 
House of Lords, they insisted on sufti- 
cient accommodation being provided 
for Members of the House of Commons. 
He could not understand why an invita- 
tion should be given if no accommodation 
was provided. If the noble Lords, who 
occasionally came down for a few minutes 
to carry on or to obstruct the business 
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period in January of this year, over and 
above the period for which the estimate 
| was made. As to the provision of the 
‘electric light in the Royal Gallery, that 
}is not merely for the occasion of the 
| opening of Parliament, but for all time ; 
| it is for the supply of standards and so on 
/in a portion of the House which has not 
_been used for forty years for similar 
|purposes. The furniture consisted of 
‘curtains, etc., and seating accommoda- 
‘tion in the House of Lords, the Royal 
Gallery, the Robing Room, and other 
apartments in that portion of the House. 


of the country, occupied all the available | 


room, there was no use in requiring the 
Members of the House of Commons to 
attend, and the Vote should be opposed 


by all hon. Gentlemen who had any | 


respect for their own dignity. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.) asked for 
further details as to the expenditure 
under discussion. There was an item 
of £200 for the extension of electric 
lighting to the Royal Gallery ; another 
£200 for additional supply of electric 
current ; and £1,400 for additional cost 
of fuel, mainly in respect of steam coal 
used by the engineering branch. What 
was the steam coal required for? No 
justification had been given for the 
expenditure of such a large sum. The 
electric light was supplied from the 
electric mains; therefore, why should 
there be this additional expenditure in 
regard to steam coal ? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: Those 
items are not in connection with the 
opening of Parliament at all. The 
£1,400 is mainly in respect of steam coal 
used by the engineering branch during 
the year, and, as everyone knows, the 
price of coal has enormously increased 
during that period. With regard to 
the £200 for supply of electric current, 
that is an additional sum owing entirely 
to the fact that Parliament met for an 
autumn session, and also for a short 


COLONEL NOLAN : Are they the per- 
quisites of the Lord Great Chamber- 
‘lain after the ceremony is over 4 

Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: No. 

Mr. TULLY thought the valuable 
information the right hon. Gentleman 
had volunteered proved that the criticism 
from the Irish benches had some founda- 
tion. As to this £800 for furniture, was 
that of a permanent character, or would 
a similar amount be required each time 
the King opened Parliament in person ? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS : This is not 
a sum which will appear again. The 
furniture was required in consequence of 
the fact that it is something like forty 
years since Parliament has been opened 
in state. This furniture will always be 
available in future. 


Mr. JORDAN asked whether the 
furniture in question was supplied under 
contract, or were tenders invited ? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS was under- 
stood to reply that all furniture was 
supplied under a contract extending over 
a period of years. 

Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 167 ; 
Noes, 219. (Division List No. 20.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. ) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP(Glouc.,Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, RtHn. HerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 


Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 
Boyle, James 


Brigg, John 








Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 


Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 


Broadhurst, Henry 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 


Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John( Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 
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Cogan, Denis J. 

( ‘oghill, Douglas Harry 
Colville, John 

Condon. Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Doug: is, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dufty, William J. 

Dunean, James H. 

Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James C hristopher 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

(coddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. en 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, wl John 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Sain, ( ‘olonel Janes Robert 
Baird,John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 


Balfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds | 


Banbury, Frederick George 
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Barry,SirFrancis T.(Windsor) | 


Bartley, George C, T. 
Beach, Rt Hn. SirM.H. (Bristol) | 
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Hobhouse, H. (Somerset, E.) 
Holland, Wiliiam Henry 


| Hope, John D. (Fife, West) 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Merley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 

Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJosephF.( Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall, 


M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M ‘Govern, T. 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Manstield. Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt Hn..Johni Montrose 
Moulton, John Flethher 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph J. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

©’ Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
(O’Brien, Kendal(Tippera’y Mid 
(’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’ Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
v’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

0’ Kelly,James( RoscommonN. 
O'Malley, William 


NOES. 


Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
3owles,T. Gibson( King’sLynn) 
Brassey, Albert 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chamberlayne,T. (S’thampton 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
at Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
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O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. . 

Palmer, Geor geWin. (Re uding) 
Partington, Oswald 

Philipps, John W ynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 


Redmond, JohnE.( Waterford). 


Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R. T. (Dumfries) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 
Russell, T. W. 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, C. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas 7 uwick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 
Smith, Samuel (F lint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, ‘Ernest a 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F.W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 
Tully, Jasper 
Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 5.} 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Patrick( Meath, North 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Pal-ner 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir Brampton Gurdon and 
Mr. Robert Wallaee. 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar,T. R (T’rH ‘mlets,SGeo: 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, SirWilliam Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas. 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwy ynEdward 
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Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Broce xlehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn..J. E.(Elgin& Nairn | 
Gore, Hon F. S. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt.Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon GeorgeJoachim 
(Graham, Henry R ohert 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’ry 
Greene SirEW(B rySEdm’nds 
Groves James Grimble 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Ld.G. (Midx 
Hamilton, Marq.of(Londndrry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Win. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. L. (Tynemouth) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur, H. (Hanley) 
Heath, J. (Staflords., N. W.) 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Howe Lindsa 


Leigh-Bennet, 
Lockwood, Lt. 


Maleolm, Ian 


Molesworth, 


Moon, Edward 


Hope,J. F. (Shefti’ld, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. *Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, Capt. J.(Faversham) 
Howard,.J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Hey wood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Leeky, Rt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lee,Capt. A. H.(Hants,Farehm , 


Plummer, 


Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Ratcliffe, R. F. 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN asked 
whether the Committee to be appointed 
would be empowered to inquire into the 
necessity of better accommodation for the 
press, and of a fairer distribution of the 
seats already provided ¢ 

Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS replied that 
in answer to a similar question on the 
previous day the First Lord of the 
Treasury said the matter was barely 
within the reference. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: What I 
am dealing with is the Press Gallery in 
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Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


-Col. A. R. 
Loder,Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol, S) | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | Seely,€ tharles Hilton (Lincoln): 


Macartney, RtHnW. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John C umming 
Maconochie, A. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M: Calmont,C ‘ol. J.( Antrim, E.) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘kKillop, James (Stirlingshire | 
Majendie, James A. H. 


Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W..J.H.(Dumfriessi:. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine | 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) | 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morgan,Hn. Fred (Monimhsh. ) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris,Hon. Martin Henry F. | 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Depttord 
Murray,RtHnA Graham(Bute | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
oo? y Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander | 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Walter ft. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Kt Hon.Chas. Thomson Sir 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 





this House. 
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Round, James 

Rutherford, John 
Sackville,Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S.( Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. ThosMyles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Henry Currie 


Shaw-Stewart,M. H.( Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, A bel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith,H.C.(Nrthmb. Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.), 
Smith, Hen. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Ernest(W. Bromwich 
| Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
| Stewart, Sir M. J. M: Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, ‘Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxfd Univ 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tafnell, Colonel Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vineent,Col. SirC. E.H.(Sh’fild 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, J. Catheart (Orkney) 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E.(Tauntn 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. ( Notts.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de E resby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A. S. (York, E. R./ 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks) 
| Wodehouse, kt. Hn. E. R( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Robert Pacy 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: Oh, 
the hon. Member's pardon. 


I beg 


THe CHAIRMAN : That will not arise 
on this Vote at all. I thought the hon. 
Member was referring to the accommo- 
dation in the House of Lords. 


Question put and agreed to. 


2. Motion made and Question pro- 
posed, ‘* That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £2,500, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
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1901, for Expenditure in respect of Art | 
and Science Buildings, Great Britain.“ 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE asked 
whether a corresponding supplementary 
Vote would be submitted with regard to 
similar buildings in Ireland ? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I do not 
think that really arises here, but I am 
only too glad to answer any question. 
I understand the hon. Baronet to ask 
whether there is a corresponding Vote 
required for Ireland. I will endeavour 
to obtain that information, but I am not 
responsible for any buildings outside 
Great Britain. 


Mr. DILLON said the Committee knew 
there would not be a corresponding Vote 
for Ireland, as the present represented 
the whole of the Civil Service Supple- 
mentary Estimate for the year. This 
Vote was claimed simply and solely on 
account of the increased price of coal. 
The point of the hon. Baronet was why, if 
this Supplementary Estimate was neces- 
sary in regard to public buildings in 
England and Scotland, was not a corre- 
sponding Vote required in connection 
with similar public buildings in Ireland ? 
There should be some proof that this was 
a bona fide claim due to a real deficit 
caused by the increase in the price of coal. 
Were the Committee to understand that 
in Ireland when coal rose in price the un- 
fortunate inhabitants were obliged to 
shiver and do without coal in order to 
keep within the Estimate, while in Great 
Britain a different principle was applied 1 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: As I 
pointed out to the Committee, I am 
quite prepared to justify the Vote 
which I am asking for in regard to the 
extra expenditure due to the higher price 
of coal, so far,as it affects those buildings 
for which | am responsible. But it is 
not for me to say whether the Secretary 
to the Treasury, who administers the 
public buildings in Ireland, has been more 
fortunate in his contracts. I can only 
tell the House what has occurred in 
regard to the price of coal in the buildings 
for which I am responsible in England. 
I will take this opportunity of answering | 
the question put to me by the hon. | 
Member opposite, which applies to all | 
these Votes. The reasons for the extra | 


cost in the coal contracts for the year are | 
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two. In the first place there was a 
very large increase in the cost of steam 
coal since the time that the original esti- 
mates were prepared. ‘There has been a 
very great increase in this respect, and 
consequently we have had to ask for more 
money for the warming and the lighting 
of these buildings. The other reason is 
because we have a different system in 
vogue now to that which has hitherto 
been the practice. We are paying this 
year for fourteen months supply of coal 
in the place of twelve months, because 
we are now supplying ourselves directly 
from the pit’s mouth, instead of supply- 
ing ourselves through the middlemen 
and contractors in London ; and we are 
paying ready money for our coals instead 
of paying quarterly, so that we are 
asking for a larger sum than if we 
bought under the old system. This is 
an advantage, because we get a very 
much better class of coal, and we have 
the control of the supply in our hands. 
We also get the advantage of the over- 
weight which is always given when deal- 
ing direct with the colliery. We have 
saved in efficiency at least 15 per cent.. 
and at least 5 per cent. in the overweight. 
besides securing a better quality of coal. 


Mr. JORDAN thought that in view ot 
the fact that the right hon. Gentleman 
had been buying coal at cost price, and 
also getting the overweight, he would 
have been able to reduce and not increase 
the sum required for coal. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: We should 
have had to pay a great deal more, owing 
to the extra price of coal, had we not been 
able to make this economical arrange- 
ment under the new system of pur- 
chasing direct from the collieries. 


Mr. JORDAN said that possibly this 
explanation was satisfactory, but he did 
not understand how that explanation 
could apply to such articles as water and 
household furniture. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: If the hon. 
Member will look at the bottom of the 
page he will see that the extra cost is due 
to the increase in the price of steam coal. 


Question put. 


The House divided:—Ayes, 271; 
Noes, 74. (Division List, No. 21.) 
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Acland-Hood,Capt.SirA lex. F, | 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen,CharlesP(Glouc.,Stroud | 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George | 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, RtHon Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird,John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Kt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r | 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beach, RtHn. SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Col. Henry 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith: 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, T.Gibson( iXing’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brige, Jolin 

Broadhurst, Henry, 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh. 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

fe ray Panag Sir H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Churchill, Winston Spencer | 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Colville, John 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar,T.R.(T’rH’mlets,SGeo. | 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale,SirJoseph Cocktield | 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon | 
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AYES. 


Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
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Lawson, John Grant 


| Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. 


Doxtford, SirWilliamTheodore | 


Duncan, James H. 
Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


| Edwards, Frank 


Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fenwick, Charles 


Fielden,Edward Brocklehurst 


| Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r | 
i=) 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | I 
| M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 


| Firbank, Joseph Thomas 


Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


| Fletcher, Sir Henr 


Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Faller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 


| Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbert J. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nain 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Hon.GeorgeJoachim 


| Grant, Corrie 
| Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds 
| Groves, James Grimble 


Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Ld.G. (Midx. 
Hamilton, Marq.of (Londndrry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon Rbt. Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashfrd. 
Hare, ‘Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 


| Hayter, Rt. Hn.SirArthur D. 


Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 


' Heath,James (Staffords. N. W. 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 


| Higginbottom, 8. W. 


Hobhouse, H. (Somerset, E.) 


| Hogg, Lindsay 


Holland, William Henry 


| Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 


Hoult, Joseph 


Howard,Capt. J. (Faversham) 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham | 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Lee, Capt. A. H.(Hants, Farehm 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Levy, Maurice 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, KtHn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, ReginaldJ (Portsmouth 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William(Cornwall) 


M‘Crae, George 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Kenna, Keginald 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingsh.) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

oe a fan 


| Martin, Richard Biddulph 
| Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumiriessh. 
| Milner,Rt. Hn.SirFrederickG. 


Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 


| Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh. 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 


Kennaway,Rt. Hn. Sir JohnH. 


Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W(Salop) | 


King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth | 


Knowles, Lees 
Law, Andrew Bonar 





| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Kt. Hn. John(Montrose 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 

Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

tasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rateliffe, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

Reid, Sir R. T. (Dumfries) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 

titchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Robson, William Snowdon 
topner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

tussell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G.Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 
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Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles | Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxf'dUniv | 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) | Thomas, David A. 


Shaw-Stewart.M.H. (Renfrew 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, H.C.(Nrthmb. Tyneside 


Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks | 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stewart,SirMark J. Ne Tageart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir JohnM. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 


Abraham, William(Cork.N. E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, aes 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Dillon, 33 
Doogan, P. 
Duly, Willian J. 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field. William 

Flavin, ~— thael Joseph 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond. John 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Motion made, and 


pe sed, *” 


exceeding £2,000, 


| Wason, John C, 
| Welby,Lt.Col. A.C. 


Question 
That a Supplementary sum, not | considered to 
be granted to His! Minister to be compelled to put down a 


Tennant, Harold John | 
(Merthyr) | 
Thomson, F. W.(Y rg W.R.! 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray | 
Tufnell, Col. Edward | 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir C. E. H.(Shettield) | 
Vineent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) | 
Walker, Col. Wm. Hall 
Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, S.) | 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) | 
Warr, Augustus Frederick | 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
(Orkney) | 
E.(Tauntn 


NOES. 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Leng, Sir John 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Killop, W.(Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mooney, John J. 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
(Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Brien, Kendal(Tipper'y, Mid 
(Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
(Y Doherty, William 
(Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


pro- | Estimates 
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were 
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Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts) 
Whiteley,H. (Ashton-u.-L yne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Willoughby de E resby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley( York,E.R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wim. H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt.Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’ Donnell, T. 
O’ Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
0’ Malley, William 

0’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. . 

Power, ‘Patrick socal 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.( Waterford) 
tedmond, William (Clare) 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 

oe Donal 

Tully, Jasper 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley,George( York,W R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

W oodhouse.SirJ T( Huddersf'd 
Young, on (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


(Kerry, W.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
sir Thomas Ksmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


very few, and it was 


be a reproach to any 


Majesty, to defray the Charge which will | Supplementary Estimate unless he could 
come in course of payment during the| allege some unforeseen circumstances. 


vear ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, for Expenditure in respect of Diplo- | 
matic and Consular Buildings.” 


Mr. DILLON 


said this 


glaring example of a custom which had for 
grown from year to year since the present | 
Grovernment came into office, and which | 
threatened to be a great public nuisance. 
He alluded to the system of covering the 
Notice Paper with Supplementary Esti- 
mates in almost every department of the 
When he first came to 
the House of Commons Supplementary 


public service. 


ot Commons 
| 


Vote was a 


asked 


was 


Estimates, 








W he na Minister came down to the House 


in past years and asked 


for a Supplementary Estimate he was 
‘always on the defensive, 
bound to make out some special cause 
his action. 
| bringing forward such Estimates always 
rose and made a statement in regard 
to the grounds upon which the money 
for. 
seemed to be proud of Supplementary 
and the 


and he was 


Consequently Ministers 
Nowadays, Ministers 


number 


amount of them was growing year by 
year. 


The original Estimate for Diplo- 


and the 
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matic and Consular 
£30,000, and they were now asked, 
without any details whatever, to add 
to that sum an additional £2,000 for the 
maintenance and alterations of those 
buildings. The reason given for this 
extra expenditure in the Estimate was as 
follows— 

“Sundry urgent works, some due to changes 
of occupation, not anticipated when the original 
Estimate was prepared, were required to be 
carried out at, among other places, Vienna 
Embassy House, Brussels and Lisbon Legation 
Houses, and Cairo Agency House.” 


What was the meaning of “urgent 
works *? What were the urgent works 
necessary in the embassy and legation 
houses at Vienna and Lisbon? These 
urgent works were not anticipated at 
the beginning of the financial year, 
and why could they not have waited ? 
He should like to know why the right 
hon. Gentleman had departed from the 
good and orthodox system of endeavour- 
ing to keep within the original Estimate 
unless something really urgent occurred. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said that this 
increase of £2,000 was almost entirely 
due to changes in the personnel in 
the diplomatic and consular service 
which had rendered a change of occu- 
pants necessary. A certain amount of 
expense for the redecoration and repair 
of official residences upon a change of 
consul or ambassador was unavoidable. 


[t was the custom, even in private life, | 


when a man had been in possession of a 
house for a certain time to incur a certain 
amount of expense in order to prepare 
it for his successor. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, 
N.) did not think that the explanation of 
the right hon. Gentleman was satisfac- 
tory, for this large expense seemed to 
have been incurred without steps being 
taken to carry out the work in the most 
economical way. He thought hon. Mem- 
bers from Ireland were only exercising 
their ordinary rights in closely criticising 
the proposals of the Government in the 
smallest detail. As an Irish Member 
he strongly protested against the Govern- 
ment having a free hand in expenditure 
of this kind without taking contracts 
in the usual way. Unless some more 
satisfactory explanation was given he 
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substantial reduction 
in the Vote. He thought they were 
entitled to demand a more explicit 
statement in regard to this increased 
expenditure than that which they had 
received from the right hon. Gentleman. 
and he begged to move the reduction 
of this Vote by £2,000. 


would move a 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: That is the total 
amount of the Vote. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Then I will 


move to reduce it by £200. 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
a sum, not exceeding £1,800, be granted 
for the said service. —(Mr. J. P. Farrell.) 

Mr. DILLON said the explanation of 
the right hon. Gentleman was by no 
means satisfactory. The only ground 
given for the increased Estimate of £2,000 
was that changes had occurred in our 
embassies. Changes were always occur- 
ring in our embassies or agencies. It 
was the average state of things, and it 
ought to have been in the power of the 
Government to produce a more reason- 
able Estimate than the one before the 
Committee. He was aware that it was 
not reasonable to press unduly for 
details in the Estimates, because the 
elaborate details were matters for the 
Committee of Accounts, but the persons 
responsible for preparing the Estimates 
were surely bound to go so far as to let 
the Committee know where the money 
had been spent. The Estimates showed 
that £2,000 had been spent in Vienna. 
Brussels, Lisbon, and Cairo, and the 
Committee was entitled to know how 
much had been spent on each house. 
The real reason for his protest against 
this particular Estimate was the extra- 
ordinary statement of the First Lord of 
the Treasury on a previous occasion, that 
it was the practice of the Committee of 
Supply never to examine the Estimates. 
Such a practice would open the flood- 
gates to every kind of jobbery and loose 
expenditure, if a Minister wished to make 
any additions to his house, if such open- 
ings were afforded by such a statement 
being made beforehand that it was the 
settled practice not to examine the Esti- 
mate. He protested against such a 
statement being made. It was the duty 
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of the Committee to examine the Esti-| Supplementary Estimate was not large 
mates with great care, and to endeavour | in itself, but at the same time the Com- 
to remove any abuses and ensure economy | mittee was entitled to know how it had 
in the financial business of the nation. | been expended and how much was spent 
n . /on eac ME 2xpense 

Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derby, IIkes- |" ach house. The expense of an 
war v7. | Agency in Cairo should not have been 

ton) desired to emphasise the views  : A " ni 
: ¢ before the H qd valed incurred, seeing that Egypt was a British 
yaar Poe CAPEES SRO Etouee, SEE appears dependency and, as he understood, was 
for a more definite explanation of that niialsbesal sho eenllh te this cnaniee 
increase in the Estimate which, though eteoaptennd a P ales 


spit |He supported the Amendme 
small in itself, was a considerable amount Ppe — 


when one considered the amount of the) Masor JAMESON disclaimed any 
original Estimate. With a very little desire to detain the House, but felt 
consideration, the Government ought to compelled to say that what he objected 
have been able to provide in the ordinary 'to in this Estimate was its un- 
Estimates sufficient tocoverthese charges, businesslike character. He had some 
but with the want of foresight which was knowledge of how a Government con- 
so great a characteristic of the Govern- tractor did his work : repairs were often 
ment, they could not even look twelve made which were absolutely unnecessary, 
months ahead. simply for the purpose of increasing the 
a . : . Expense, and whatever might be the 
Mr. LABOUCHERE said in his slhcte of England, Ireland at all events 
opinion the Vote ought to be reduced had not too much money to pay for these 
by at least £1,000, if at all, because al- estimates. The four items dealt with 
though it might be necessary to keep up should have been kept separate and not 
such establishments at Vienna _and lumped together in one Estimate, be- 
Brussels, it certainly was not at Lisbon | oause when it came to a question of 
and Cairo. At the time it was proposed voting Supplementary Estimates no one 
to buy these houses he protested against j new where it was going to end. So 
ut because it would lead to increased far as the Irish Members were concerned, 
expenditure. It was er ~rneensil to they were determined to extract the 
bring into the present Estimates the greatest possible information from the 
residencies at Lisbon and Cairo, and Government in regard to them 
therefore he should vote for the reduc- : 
tion. Mr. FIELD said the House of Com- 
‘ : ; mons took upon itself to criticise the 
Mr. POWER (W aterford, E.) said that work of some of the county councils in 
the Supplementary Estimate, although [reland, but, as a member of a county 
not large in itself, presented a large council, he would inform the Committee 
percentage of increase. He endorsed the that no county council in Ireland could 
remarks of the Member for East Mayo. carry on its financial business in the way 
When the First Lord introduced the Rule jn which the fiscal business of the Empire 
for the guillotining of the debate, it was was conducted. The fiscal business of 
pointed out that it would lead toa certain the Empire was carried on in the loosest 
amount of looseness in preparing the possible manner—the House being ex- 
Estimates, and when those who were in pected to vote millions of money on the 
the House in the eighties recalled the ere word of a Minister, no financial 
trouble Ministers took to explain every eommittee making any examination 
Vote, they would recognise the change jnto the Estimates until they came to 
which had come over the practice of the | he eonsidered by a Committee of the 
House in the discussion of the financial | House, Such a practice was not one to 
business of the country, and that every | ryee9mmend itself to a business man. He 
year the amount of information given thought the business of the Empire 
by the Ministers responsible was less. ought to be carried out on business 
Mr. TULLY said so far as the debate oa ~ supportes 
had gone it had shown that very little, 
supervision was exercised over the} Mr. DALY did not know who was 
financial business of the House. The responsible for the Estimate, but the 


Mr. Dillon. 
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Estimate itself certainly showed that| Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) hoped some 
very loose management existed in the | explanation would be forthcoming. All 
Department from which it emanated. It | that the right hon. Gentleman said was 
showed a great want of economy. He|that urgent work was necessary ; he 
regretted also that as the amount was so | gave no details. He submitted that no 
small and we were so near the new| business man would accept an account 
financial year this Estimate could not | which only contained the lump sum in 
have gone over with the ordinary Esti-| respect of several items, and in this case 
mates, but no doubt the reason for|the House ought to be treated as a cus- 
bringing it in in this way was in order| tomer who, having to pay the money, 
that the general Estimates should be | was entitled to receive a detailed account. 
made to look less. He was pleased the 
Amendment had been moved, and was} Mr. DALZIEL complained that the 
of opinion that if a good fight were application by hon. Members for details 
made by the Irish Members it would | had not been acceded to, but he thought, 
tend to make the Government more} at all events, they were entitled to a. 
careful in the future. courteous reply, if it only contained 


7 7 reasons why no details were to be given. 
CotoneL NOLAN thought that the‘ 8 g 


Vote ought to be reduced by at least 
£1,500, as he saw no reason for main- 
taining any of these Embassies in Catholic 
countries, 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said he had 
already explained that there had recently 
been many changes in the personnel of 
the diplomatic and consular _ service, 


*THe CHAIRMAN : Order, order! The | ®nd expense had unavoidably _ been 

hon. Member is not entitled to go into incurred in redecoration and repairs of 

that question. All that is open to dis- official residences on a change of Consul 

cussion is the amount in the Supple- | °°, Ambassador. It was the general 

mentarv Estimates. thing to do. Hon. Members themselves: 

; did it when they took a house after the 

CoLoNEL NOLAN drew attention to expiry of a lease. 

the fact that in the original Estimates a | ° 

sum was allowed for this purpose, and ‘ ane 

he thought that amount oan Some Mr. JORDAN had no objection to. 

io is ennenied, putting these houses into repair, that 
was a thing that everybody did. His: 


Mr. FLYNN expressed the opinion | objection lay in the fact that no details: 


that if a county or district council in | being before ae — the Com- 
Ireland prepared their accounts in such mittee was unab phntagerst opinion as 
a fashion as the Estimates of the Empire | t, Whether the work ha il dias a 
were prepared there would soon be a/| mically carried —- Ne in tek 3P 
strong complaint from the Local Govern- | there was a lack of ta te — on If 
ment Board. Some explanation ought | the Committee had che aie ace 
to be given by those responsible for the of the details of the £2,000 they might, 


Ritesstes such as the Committee had | having found the details correct, have: 
the pleasure to listen to when the Trea- | agreed to aed Estimate. Pucharenne 
sury was represented by the present | Stood, he should vote against the lump- 
President of the Board of Agriculture. | SU" 

On the Front Opposition Bench there 

was at one time a party whose ery was| Mr.CALDWELL(Lanarkshire, Mid)said! 
Peace, Retrenchment, and Reform, but | it appeared to him that what was gene- 
that party, judging from the state of the | rally complained of was a want of speci- 
bench, had disappeared. It had come | fication in the Estimate. The Committee: 
to this, that the iconoclastic, revolu-| would notice that in Section B there was 
tionary, and semi-socialistic persons re-| a Vote for £500 for anything that might 
presenting in that House the people of | not be foreseen. There were a great 
Ireland were the only persons who| many changes in our diplomatic service 
looked at the Estimates with a critical | every year, and the changes of one year 
sense of economy. balanced the changes of another, and! 
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that sum of £500 was put in in order against the Government seemed to be 
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to meet anything extraordinary which a want of specification. 


might take place. 


at each place. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allen, C. P. (Glouc., Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville John 

‘Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 
Dunean, James H. 
Edwards, Frank 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Vain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John Geo. Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Kt. Hn.G.W. (Leeds) 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM .H. (Bristol 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
-Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


The Estimate ought 
to have stated what the particular ex 
penses were, and the amount required 
The whole complaint Noes, 175. 





AYES. 


Grant, Corrie 

Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, William Henry 


Hope,-John Deans (Fife, West) | 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. JohnP. (Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 


NOES. 


Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chamberlayne,T.(S'thampton | 
Churchill, Wiaston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. | 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole | 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | 
Dimsdale,SirJoseph Cockfield | 
Dorington, Sir John Edward | 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Dunn, Sir William 


The Committee divided : 
(Division List No. 22.) 


Question put. 





O’Doherty, William 

O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, §.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
toche, John 

Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh.) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Patrick(Meath, North) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.( Huddrsfid 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Tully and Mr. J. P. 
Farrell. 


Dyke, Rt. Hon, Sir Wm. H. 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ(Mance’r) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy,Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Gladstone, Rt.Hon. Herbert J. 
Godson, Sir Aug. Frederick 


| Gordon, Hn.JE.(Elgin& Nairn) 


Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Greene, Sir E. W.(Bury St. Ed. 
Greene, H. D.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Mid’x 





Ayes, 101; 





Al: 
Ags 
Agr 
Ans 
Ark 
Arr 
Ash 
Atk 
Aus 
Bail 
Bai 
Bal 
Bak 
Ball 
Balt 
Bart 
Bea 
Blu 
Bou 
Bow 
Bro: 
Broc 
3ull 
Bute 
Cau 
Cav 
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Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hardy, Laurence(K’ nt, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, ArthurHow ard(Hanley 
Heath, James(Statfords. N. W.) 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbott»m, S. W. 

Hoge, Lindsay 

Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,C apt. J(Kent, Faversh. 








Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim, E. 
M‘Iver, SirLewis(Edinb’h, W.) | 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, Ian 

Maxwell, W..J.H.(Dumfriessh. | 
Milner, Rt. Hn. SirFrederickG. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 


Original Question put. 


divided 


The Committee 


Acland- Hood,Capt. Sir Alex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander | 
Balearres, Lord 

Jaldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfobr, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, RtHn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, T. Gibson(King’sLynn) 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. | 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 


VOL. XC. 


:—Ayes, 176; Noes, 


| Colston, Chas. E. H. 


| Finlay, 
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Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. | 


Morgan, D. J.(Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 


Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | 


Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford 


Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute | 
Murray,Charles J. (Coventry) | 


Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 


| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
| Ratcliffe, R. F. 


Reia, James (Greenock) 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 


Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas.Thomson | 


topner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, H.C(North’mbTynesde 


| Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks) 


oT: 


AYES. 


Chamberlayne, T.(S’thampton 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 


| Clare, Octavi ius Leigh 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Athole 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg’w 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 


Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dilke, Kt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale, Sir J. Cockfield 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, S sir William Theodore 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. SirWm. Hart 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 


| Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 


Fenwick, Charles 


| Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(Mane’r 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, HonEd wardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
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Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 


| Stone, Sir Benjamin 


(Division List No. 


Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thomas, David / Alfred(Merthy r 
Thomson, F.W.(York, W. R.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


| Tufnell, Col. Edward 


Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Halt 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 


Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne 


Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, Johu (Glasgow) 


| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 


Wylie. Alexander 


| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


23.) 


Forster, Henry William 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn. J. K.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gorst, Kt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon.GeorgeJoachim 
Greene, SirE. W.(B’ySEdm’ds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hi umbro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Mid’x. 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashf'd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, ArtharHow: ard(Hanl’y 
Heath, James(Staffords. N. W. 
Hender- -on, Alexander 
Higginbottom, Ss. W. 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, CaptJ(Kent, Faversh. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, ya (Sussex 
Kennaway , Rt. Hn.SirJohn H. 
Kenyon, James (Lancs., Bury) 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 
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Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long, RtHn Walter (Bristol,S. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsm’uth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Calmont,Col..J.( Antrim, E. ) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, Ian 

Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh 
Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fred. G. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Newdigate,Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Pilkington, Richard 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Ambrose. Robert 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell. John (Armagh, 8.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany,’ William 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 
Duncan, James H 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


4. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, ‘* That a supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £7,009, be granted to His 
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Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliffe, R. F. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
tidley Samuel F. (BethnalGrn 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
tussell, T. W. 
Rutherford, John 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, HC( Northmb. Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 


NUES. 


Grant, Corrie 

Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jordon, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 


| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Murphy, J. 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 


Nolan, Col.JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Lonth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| O’Brien, Kendal(‘lipperary Md 
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Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York,W:R.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, W. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward ; 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney 
Welby,SirCharlesG .E( Notts.) 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-u. -Lyne) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson,A.Stanley (York,E.R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt HonE. R.( Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Doherty, William 

O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly.James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

toche, John 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfarsh. 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whiteley, Geo. (York, W.R.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxatl, James Henry 


NOES 
and 


TELLERS FOR 
—Mr. J. P. 
Mr. Tully. 


THE 
Farrell 


the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, for the expenses of the Post Office 
and Post Office Telegraph buildings in 


Majesty, to defray the charge which | Great Britain, including furniture, fuel, 


will come in course of payment during | and sundry miscellaneous services.” 
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Mr. J. P. FARRELL thought it would | 


be admitted that the criticism of these 
Votes had been very useful. The total 
original Estimate in this instance was 
£316,000, and without any explanation 
an additional £7,000 was asked for. It 
was said to be in consequence of the 
additional cost of steam coal in the engi- 
neering branches. He did not know 
much about the arrangements for the 
postal service in London, and perhaps 
the right hon. Gentleman would explain 
what was meant by the “ engineering 
branches.” Everybody knew that coal 
had increased in price, but he understood 
that the Post Office were now paying 
more for coal at the pit mouth than 
they were formerly paying to the con- 
tractors. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: 


more. 


Less, not 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL accepted the cor- 
rection of the right hon. Gentleman, but 
he was speaking on the authority of 
Members who knew something of the 
subject when he made the statement. 
There was another reason why the 
Irish representatives should discuss this 
Vote. London was one of the largest 
and richest cities in the world, and 
served by a very big Department. 
the Irish people gained no benefit what- 
ever from the large expenditure involved, 
and it was not fair that they should be 
expected to contribute something like 
£30,000 for the accommodation of the 
people of London in this matter. It 
was an extraordinary thing that in 
each case where the Department came 
for a Vote it was increasing an original 
Estimate which it had been thought would 
be sufficient for the year. If satisfactory 
explanations were not forthcoming it 
would be the duty of the Irish Members 


to take the opinion of the House as to) 
whether these constant increases were | 
justified. There was an utter absence 


of detail in regard to the expenditure. 
for all the House knew, there might be 
‘ large amount of jobbery concealed 
in these items. It certainly would not 
be much trouble to print, in addition 
‘0 the bald information now supplied, 
a schedule giving particulars which 
would explain these matters. 


But , 
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Mr. TULLY thought this Vote was 
another instance of the slovenly manner 
in which the Estimates were presented. 
It was not fair to ask for an additional 
sum of £7,000 on an original Estimate 
of £15,009 without giving any informa- 
tion. If officials got a free hand in these 
matters, knowing there would be no 
inquiry, they would pile up extras at 
an enormous rate. No confidence could 
be placed in any estimate coming from 
the Post Office Department, as Commit- 
tees sitting upstairs knew how the 
leading officials of the Department 
juggled with the finances of the country. 
As an illustration he might instance the 
case of the telegraphs—they were to 
have been bought for £3,000,000, but 
when the Post Office had done taking 
the public money £17,000,00C had been 
paid. The Committee had been told 
that instead of buying the coal from 
contractors the Post Office officials were 
to do a stroke of economy by buying at 
the pit mouth. and thus avoid the 
middleman’s profits. What was the 
result as soon as they had this free hand ? 
There was this increased demand for 
£7,000. That ought to appeal to the 
Liberal Members to support the Irish 
representatives more than they had 
done in criticising these Votes. If these 
small sums were not looked into with 
care and discrimination they would 
soon mount to very large totals. 


mentury) Estimates, 


Mr. DALY pointed out that in the 
footnote to this Estimate it was stated 
that this £7,00C was due partly for 
steain coal. What did “ partly ” mean ? 
With regard to purchasing coal at the 
pit mouth, was the contract put out to 
tender, or had the Government given 
it to some particular firm? As one 
who knew a little about the coal business, 
he was surprised to hear that by buying 
the coal direct from the collieries the 
right hon. Gentleman obtained extra 
weight. Jf he had been so fortunate 
| he had been more lucky than most people. 


| What foundation had the right hon. 


'Gentleman for that statement? Had 
|he personally seen the coal weighed ? 
| Another point was, how much per ton 
| had the Government paid for the coal ! 
That there should be a Supplementary 
Estimate of £7,000 on®an original Esti- 


| Ee 
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mate of only £15,000 seemed to point | of steam coal annually, they ought to di 
to great incapacity on the part of the| make arrangements whereby they could = 
department that made such a wrong| supply themselves from the pit’s mouth. ° 
ealeulation, and it was nothing short | Such an arrangement was entered into, nm 
of an insult to the Committee that they | and it came into effect on the 3rd of July 
should be asked to pass such Supple-| last. They were now getting steam coal "I 
mentary Estimates without any par- | direct from the collieries, and it was being 
ticulars or explanation whatever. | paid for monthly, whereas it was paid ‘3 
/for quarterly before. They were dis. =~ 
| tributing it themselves, and were actually ra 
Mr. CALDWELL, in reference to the | placing i it in the cellars of the public 
appeal to the Liberal benches by the hon. | departments. By this means they could 
Member for South Leitrim, said he had not | guarantee that the coal was of the deserip- mi 
seen any necessity for the Liberals to inter- _tion which it professed to be, and they th 
fere in the Votes so far as they had gone. | could ensure greater punctuality in the rei 
The Local Government Act in Ireland | delivery. By this new system they got on 
had evidently been most beneficial, one of | "Ot only a very much better class of coal, tic 
its fruits being that Irish Members, being | but they had a much smaller amount ex! 
now accustomed to local government and | of what were known as * sweepings.” sys 
to the manner in which accounts should | On the whole, the experiment they had pe 
be kept, were able with that experience made in this direction had worked ex- mc 
to come arid give a lesson in the matter of | tremely well. They had now got their 
accounts to the House of Commons. He| Wn Whart in London, and they had a 
never thought that the Government | practical man resident there who in- wh 
would have put forward the price of coal | spected_ the coal and saw it weighed las 
as a reason for the present Estimate, | before it was delivered to the Govern- hig 
because there had not been a rise in the| ment departments. They had now sin 
price since the Estimates were prepared. under the present system an assurance 
The Government evidently thought that | that the coal they were receiving was of ; 
they were going to make a good bargain | the quality ordered. 1 hey were also ai 
by taking the coal supply into their own | Setting the advantage of the overweight We 
hands, and they made a contract for| by dealing directly with the collieries, an 
fourteen months supply of coal just before | 2nd they would not get that additional ae 
the price went down. weight if they bought from the middle- dif 
| man or the contractor. With regard to en 
ie : 'the price, they were paying for steam ’ 
Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said he could | coal 18s. 3d. per ton at the pit’s mouth. si 
only repeat the explanation which he had | They were consuming some 24,000 tons ot 
given on the previous Vote as to the | of coal annually, and they were practically 
causes of the increase. A very great | saving about 1s. per ton upon the prices \ 
increase had taken place in the price of | which they would have to pay in London, thi 
the coal. The Estimates were prepared oth 
in November and December of the year} Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower an 
before the last, and that Estimate had| Hamlets, Poplar) agreed that the Depart- wh 
been exceeded. Hon. Members opposite | ment were doing well in dealing directly Spe 
must be aware that the extra cost of | with the collieries, instead of allowing tra 
coal had been felt very severely not the middleman to get a profit. That en 
only by individuals, but also by large | : ; . 
ie aaa ' course was certainly putting the matter 
undertakings. Under the new arrange- ‘ , gee ne \ 
ment which the Government had made | ce businesslike footing. The side 
they were paying for a fourteen | right hon. Gentleman opposite had to 
months supply, whereas the original | given the Committee a full explanation. J ace 
estimate was made only for twelve | but he agreed with his hon. friend behind 
months. They had been told that as the| him that some such explanation ought \ 
Government were very large consumers 'to have been put on the Estimate itself. ( . 
. . : . r€I 
of coal, and consumed in their public| If the terms of this new arrangement tt 
departments something like 24,000 tons | had been set forth on the Estimate this ge 
Mr. Daly. ? 
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discussion would have been unnecessary, 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 


and the right hon. Gentleman would |‘ That a sum, not exceeding £6,000, 


have been saved a good deal of trouble. 


be granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. 


One point he wished for an explanation | Daly.) 
upon was how the right hon. Gentleman | 


made out that he had effected a real 
saving by taking this contract for four- 


teen months instead of twelve months, 
in view of the high price of coal ? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS : We did not 
make such a contract. What I said was 
that by the present system we are paying 
ready money, whereas formerly we paid 
only quarterly. It is only for this par- 
ticular year that we are paying for this 
extra two months supply. By this 
system of paying ready money instead of 
paying quarterly we have got two more 
months supply in the vear. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that 
when the new contract was arranged 
last July the price of coal was about the 
highest, and it had come down in price 
since that time. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: But we did | 


not enter into a contract for a year at all. 
We simply made this new arrangement, 
and the extra two months, as I have 
already explained, is entirely owing to the 
different method of payment. We are 
now paying for our coal in advance, and 
consequently we have to put two more 
months in the Estimate. We did not 
enter into a year’s contract last July. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON | accepted 
this explanation, and said there was one 
other point upon which he should like 
an explanation. He wished to know 
whether a considerable number of re- 
spectable producers were asked to con- 
tract for the supply, and was the lowest 
tender accepted. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: Yes, a con- | 


siderable number of producers were asked 
to tender, and the lowest tender was 
accepted. 


Mr. DALY said that the right hon. 
Gentleman’s explanation was not satis- 
lactory, He moved a reduction of the 


Vote by £1,000. 


| Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
|Green) said he desired to enter his 
|protest against this increase in the 
‘expenditure, because it showed very 
| bad management on the part of the 
|parties responsible. He happened to 
| be connected with a corporation which 
| had to buy coal, and when the difficulty 
icomplained of by the right hon. Gen- 
| tleman occurred they made their arrange- 
|ments for purchasing coal accordingly. 
|The parties responsible for this contract 
/had very much mistaken their position, 
}and they had made a mistake in giving 
out a contract which was far in excess 
of the requirements of the case. He 
was very much surprised indeed that 
hon. Gentlemen opposite were satisfied 
with this state of things, and were 
leaving all the criticism to Members 
on the Opposition side of the House. 





Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 38.) said 
ithe right hon. Gentleman opposite 


had pointed out that the Government 
had been purchasing coal in a cheaper 
way, and under those circumstances 
he could not understand why there 
had been an increase of £4,000 in twelve 
months. Last winter was not very 
cold, and how was it that in public offices 
some attempt was not made to economise 
in the quantity of coal used and so reduce 
‘the expenditure of the country? To 
his mind 18s. 3d. per ton was a very 
excessive price to pay for steam coal. 





Mr. FLAVIN regarded the right 
hon. Gentleman’s statement as very 


unsatisfactory, and he wished to know 
why a fourteen months contract was 
/entered into last July. 


| Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I did not 
state that such a contract was entered 
into last July. What I said was that 
the new arrangement came into force 
in that month. We certainly did not 
make such a contract in July. 


Mr. FLAVIN said he understood 


that the new system came into opera- 
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tion in July. He wished to know of Government money. He supposed 


when the Government commenced paying 
the price which had been quoted, and 
had that price been continued up to 
the present moment. The right hon. 
Gentleman had not explained that 
point. If the information he had re- 
ceived was correct, steam coal was 
now worth between 3s. to 5s. a ton less 
than it was in July, when this arrange- 
ment was entered into. Taking the 
24,000 tons consumed during the four- 
teen months at 18s. 3d. per ton, accord- 
ing to the present price of steam coal 
they were paying an overcharge of 
5s. per ton. [Ministerial laughter.] He 
thought he was perfectly entitled to 
siy that, because the First Commissioner 
of Works had given them no explana- 
tion of it. Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
sat there and absolutely refused to 
ask a single question upon this subject. 
This was not the first occasion upon 
which Irish Members had _ considered 
it their duty to examine the details 
of a Supplementary Estimate, and they 
were quite prepared to accept the 
laughter of hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
The fact remained that they laughed 
and did nothing else. 
to know was when the contract was 
entered into, and whether the price 
of 18s. 3d. per ton was given last July, 
August, or September. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, 8.E.) sai at | ‘ ; ; ; 
; one a Spalding) said he did not question the 


with 
this Vote was not so much the amount 


what struck him in connection 
of money in excess of the original esti- 
mate, but the system of contracting. 
If the humblest county or parish council 
in Ireland were to prepare its estimates 
in this fashion, and then add 50 per 
cent. to them, the Local Government 
Board would come down on it, surcharge 
the amount, and make the members 
pay the If that system were 
introduced in the Government depart- 
ments they would have none of these 
Supplementary Estimates. At present 
the work was evidently done in a very 
slipshod way. He was perfectly well 
aware that so long as the Government 
had such a big majority behind them, 
their supporters would swallow anything, 
even if it were as big as a whale, or so 
long as it was for the consumption 
Mr. Flavin. 


eXCess. 


What they wanted | 


‘entering into them. 


the same thing would happen if the 
Liberals were in power, and he main- 
tained that it was the Irish Nationalists 
who could alone, with clean hands. 
criticise the Government departments 
in their dealings with the country, 
If the war contracts were conducted 
on the same principle as the right hon, 
Gentleman had conducted the contracts 
for his office, no wonder they were 
spending hundreds of millions in South 
Africa. The Irish people had to pay 
the piper more in proportion to their 
means than the English, and_ they 
could not afford to allow this extravagant 
expenditure over estimates to go on. 
|Laughter.] Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
might laugh, but they would laugh 
with the wrong side of their mouth if 
they did that sort of thing in Ireland. 
Hon. Gentlemen opposite were very good 
when they went to their constituents 


and said they would carefully look 
into these things; but the moment 


| they were elected they did not care how 


the taxpayer’s money was spent. They 
in Ireland did and hence their 
protest against this extravagance. He 
did not want to waste the time of the 
Committee, but if more time was spent 
in discussing the Estimates there would 
be less waste of public money. 


Care, 


*Mr. MANSFIELD 


(Lincolnshire, 


principle of these contracts, but the true 
secret was to choose the right time for 
The right hon. 
Gentleman had explained that the con- 
tract was for fourteen months and not 
for twelve months, but he had given no 
idea when it was entered into. If that 
had been done in July it was what no 
business firm would have done. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said he would 
point out again that although the con- 
tract, for a certain fixed amount of coal, 
dated from the Ist of July, it did not 
necessarily follow that they made it on 
that date. There was no desire what- 
ever on the part of the Department to 
keep back anything from the House, but 
to give the actual facts as to the date of 
the contract. 
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*Mr. MANSFIELD thought that under 

the circumstances it would be better to 
postpone the Vote. What he was seek- 
ing to know was, whether the contract 
was entered into on the Ist of July at 
July prices, or whether it was entered 
into prior to July at lower prices. At 
what price per ton did the contract allow 
the coal proprietor? He would like to 
be clear as to whether the Government 
had given a price at high-water mark, 
and so secured for the contractors a rate 
which in a year’s time the contractors 
could not have hoped to have obtained. 
He noticed that the fuel for the Post Office 
had risen 50 per cent., while that for the 
Science and Art Department had only 
increased 6 per cent., and for Public 
Buildings Department 8 per cent. 
Would the right hon. Gentleman tell 
the Committee the reason for this enor- 
mous difference? Was there one con- 
tract, or different contracts entered into 
at separate times? It would not be amiss 
if someone went down from the Public 
Buildings Department, or, better still, 
from the Science and Art Department 
to the Post Office, and made some in- 
quiries as to the cause of these enormous 
differences. It would be a pity if they 
were asked to vote for this huge increase, 
and to be kept absolutely in the dark as 
to the reason for it. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE said that if 
the right hon. Gentleman could not give 
the information, he supposed it was not 
owing to his fault, but to that of the 
person who drew up the statement. He 
thought the right hon. Gentleman should 
postpone the Vote to enable him to obtain 
tull and accurate information. 


Mr. CALDWELL said he too would 
appeal that the Vote should be  post- 
poned. The right hon. Gentleman had, 
after he had drawn attention to it, him- 
self to admit that the Vote was not correct 
in this respect, that whilst they had put 
£7,000 under item M, item R ought to 
have been included, which would have 
brought the sum up to £20,000. That 
one point showed that the Government 
came before the Committee with defective 
Estimates. But more than that, if the 
right hon. Gentleman would refer to the 
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explanation given in the foot-note, he 
would find that it had nothing to do with 
the explanation now given from the 
Front Bench. The explanation in the 
foot-note was—‘‘ Additional cost of fuel, 
partly steam coal, required for the engi- 
neering branches.’ But the explanation 
given from the Front Bench was that the 
increase was due to the contract being 
for fourteen months instead of twelve. 
But the difference would only amount to 
£4,000 for the two months, supposing 
the whole quantity of coal had been 
taken, and that left £3,000 or £4,000 en- 
tirely unexplained. The increase in the 
price of coal had nothing whatever to do 
with the increase of expenditure, because, 
if they took this same Vote under item J, 
for coal fuel for the port of London and 
the outports in England, Wales, and Scot- 
land, amounting to £9,000, no increase 
was asked for. How did they make out 
that in a particular Department in 
London there was an enormous increase 
in the price of coal, while there was no 
increase whatever in the price through- 
out England, Wales, and Scotland? There 
must be some explanation, but obviously 
that given both on the Estimates and 
from the Front Bench was insufficient 
and incomplete. For their own credit 
he beseeched the Government to with- 
draw this Vote—the Estimates would 
not all be pushed through that night— 
and bring it forward on Monday with 
full information, and then the Committee 
would be able to deal with it in a spirit 
which would be intelligent at least. His 
experience of the House was that when 
they got into a dead-lock, as at present, 
the Government would not get on with 
their other Estimates if they insisted on 
going on with the disputed one without 
explanation. 


-mentary) Estimates, 





Mr. JORDAN said his excuse for the 
right hon. Gentleman was that he was 
new to his office, and had not been able 
to give the attention desirable to his per- 
manent officials, who desired, of course, 
to ‘‘ boss” the whole thing. These per- 
manent officials had evidently furnished 


‘the right hon. Gentleman with Estimates 
| without any details, and they had thought 


that hon. Members were fools enough 
to pass them without discussion. But 
the Committee had been indued with a 
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spirit of investigation, and intended to| these accounts. Was it to go out to the 
exercise it. He appealed to the right | public that supporters of His Majesty’s 
hon. the First Commissioner of Works | Government were prepared to sit per- 
to postpone the Vote, at any rate until | fectly silent when they found such a large 
Monday ; and between now and then he | increase in the Votes without one of them 
could see his permanent officials and con- | asking the Minister responsible why the 
sult with them as to how a detailed Esti-| increase had come about! Outside the 
mate could be brought in. The right} House he had heard representatives of 
hon. the First Commissioner could come} the British public saying that they 
on Monday fresh and primed for his | opposed Home Rule because they were 
work, as they also would be. \always glad in Committee of Supply to 
have the Lrish Members standing up and 

Mr. O'MARA said he had just been | objecting to extravagance on the part of 


doit litt] siaies death Gaal the Government, which the supporters of 
olng ¢ e sum ¢ aper, ¢ 
_ a eee the Government were either unwilling 


that there had been an increase of 26 per | op afraid to put out. The hon. Member 
cent. on the original Estimate. If the} who spoke from Scotland had appealed to 
First Commissioner had been chairman |the First Commissioner of Works to 
of a railway company, and had come | postpone this Vote, and he would repeat 
: that appeal. He would ask whether any 
Gentleman representing the Government 
; ; 'on the Front Bench ‘could point to a 
cent. in the cost of running the loco-| single precedent where a_ responsible 
motive department, the shareholders | Minister in Committee of Supply had got 
would have immediately appointed a| up and frankly admitted that he had not 


{ 


committee of investigation to inquire | got the particulars asked for, and at the 
same time refused to postpone the Vote 


|in question until he had obtained the 
particulars which would enable him to 
answer inquiries made? If they were 
/not to receive detailed explanation from 
ithe Minister in charge of these Votes, 
| and if inquiries addressed to him in a 
reasonable way were not to be listened 
to. the sooner a fresh arrangement was 
|made the better, whereby Ministers 
could allocate the public money in any 
way they pleased without coming to the 
| House and asking for it. He had heard 
|it said that the reason for this large 
increase of £7,000 in one year was due 
to the increased price of coal. That might 
be the reason for all he knew, but it ought 
to be the duty of the 1 ‘esponsible Minister 


| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


before his shareholders and told them | 
that there had been an increase of 26 per | 


where the money had gone. An hon. 
Member had drawn attention to the fact | 
that this increase was only for London. 
The figures were very interesting. Over 
the whole country £316,000 was = a 
for fuel, and in London £22,000. Tha 
was only 7 per cent. of the total amount 
spent in the whole of England. Now, it 
was a very curious thing that there | 
should have been an increase of 50 per | 
cent. in the cost of coal in London, and 
no increase at all in the money spent in 
all the provincial towns. He could not 
understand how the price of coal had 
risen 50 per cent. in London, and had 
remained the same in every town in the | 
country. He joined in the appeal made | 
to the right hon. Gentleman to withdraw ! “en ‘dks ails eine 
this Vote until he had a full explanation | ” . is gr ated, sages _— Leen _— 
to offer to the Committee. [Laughter.]| SUC? @" €xor ae Seeeas, Se eae ee 
Although there was a good deal of | % 4 necessary of life like coal, which came 
5 5 ’ 
| from time to time on the public. They 


laughter on the Government benches, the | : age 
ws ene 'had heard that fuel ought to be laid in 


country would not be satisfied with the | ~ ny tat tare blie 
explanation given by the First Commis- stock by municipalities, so that the publi 
haaie , ; | could have a supply at a reasonable rate. 
Whether that were so or not, he sub- 

“mitted that the Government ought to 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, | take steps to lay in a sufficient supply of 
E.) said it was an extraordinary thing | fuel, in order to protect the taxpayers, 
that no British representative, except a when they had reason to believe that the 
few on the Opposition side of the House, | price was to be raised to an exorbitant 
had offered any opposition whatever to| rate. If this extraordinary increase 


Mr. Jordan. 
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was the result of the increased price of 
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coal, then that increased price had been | 


purely fictitious, and had enormously 
and extravagantly enriched the coal 
merchants, and to a great extent the 
coal-owners, from which the public ought 
to have been protected. For the Govern- 
ment to come down and, without a word 
of explanation, calmly to ask the repre- 
sentatives of the taxpayers to pay 
£22,700, instead of £15,700, owing to an 
increase in the price of coal, was an 
extravagant and outrageous thing. He 
quite agreed with what fell from the hon. 
Member for North Wexford, that the 
lack of details and the absence of ex- 
planations asked for might not be in any 


single way the fault of the First Com- | 


missioner of Works. So far as he had 
had experience of the right hon. Gentle- 
man in the office he held, they had 
always found him quite ready to give any 
explanation in his power; but on this 
occasion he told them frankly that he 
had not got at his disposal the facts that 
would throw some light on this extrava- 
gant increase. He certainly thought 
that some hon. Gentlemen supporting 
His Majesty's Government should lend 
assistance to the appeal they were making 
to the right hon. Gentleman ; because, 
after all, the constituents of hon. Gentle- 
men opposite were as much interested 


in this matter as Irish constituents. He ' 


believed there was not one of them who, 
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at a meeting of his constituents, would 
be able to deny that, in the demand they 
were now making, the Irish Members 
were doing a service to the taxpayers of 
the United Kingdom. It seemed to him 
that if the right hon. Gentleman the 
First Commissioner of Works desired, as 
they did, to facilitate the business of the 
House—— [Laughter.] It appeared to 
be perfectly impossible to convince hon. 
Gentlemen opposite that they on the 
Irish benches were just as anxious as 
those hon. Gentlemen were to get through 
Supply as soon as possible ; and if they 
did not understand that, then they 
characteristically and pre-eminently mis- 
represented the feeling of the Irish 
people. If the object of the First Com- 
missioner of Works was to get through 
Supply in reasonable time, he would be 
well advised if he conceded the demand 
made to postpone the Vote until he had 
furnished himself with the information 
desired. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, * That the Question be 
now put.”’ 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 222 ; 
Noes, 135. (Division List No. 24.) 


AYES. 





Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agg Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John Geo. Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffit!:- 


Bousfield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 
Brookheld, Colonel Montagu 


| Bullard, Sir Harry 


Butcher, John George 


| Cautley, Henry Strother 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


| Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh. ) 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


| Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon J.( Birm. 
( ‘hamberlain,J. Austen( Wore. 


| Charrington, Spencer 
| Churehill, Winston Spencer 


Clare, Octavius Leigh 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H.Athole 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 


| Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale, SirJosephCockfield 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William T. 
Duke, Edward Henry 
Durning-Lawret ce, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Kt. HonSirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sird(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Haves 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
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Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon | 


Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 

+ oster,SirMichael( Lond Univ. 
Garfit, William 

Godson, Sir Augustus F. 


Gordon,Hn.J. n . (Elgin& Nairn 
| Maclver, ng % (Liverpool) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. sir JohnEldon | ; 
Goschen, Hon.GeorgeJoachim | 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 


Gore, lion. F. S. Ormsby- 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene,SirEW (B’rySEdm’nds 

Grenfell, W Ao Henry 
Gretton, John 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hambro, Charles Eric 


| Ma 


| Maxwell.W.JH(Duifriesshire 


Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mid’x | 
Hamilton, Margq.of (L’nd’derry | 


Hardy,Laurance(K’nt, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, James(Stafford,N. W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hoult, Joseph 

How ard, CaptJ( Kent, Faversh. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt. Hn. SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Jamas (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W (Salop) 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee,CaptA.H.( Hants, Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Allen, C. P. (Glouc., Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Boland, John 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
3urt, Thomas 
owned y wend Charles 
Caldwell, : James 


Campbell, Jobn (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 
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Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 


| Long, Kt Hn.Walter Bristol,S) 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


| Lucas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 


Lucas, Reginald J( Portsmouth) 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 


Maconochie, A. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


M‘Iver, Sir L.( Edinburgh, W.) 
M‘ Killop, os (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

x -olm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 


Milner,Rt. Hn. SirFrederickG. 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morgan, Hn. F.(Monmouthsh. 


| Morrell, George Herbert 


Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rate ee k. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 


NOES. 


Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, — 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 


| Doogan, P. C. 

| Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
| Dufty, William J. 

| Dunean, James H. 

| Dunn, Sir William 


| Edwards, 


Frank 
Elibank, Master of 
Farrell, James Patrick 


! Fenwick, Charles 
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tenwick, George 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
titehie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Ropner, My ‘vlonel Robert 

found, James 

toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, a: WW: 

Ruthertord, John 


| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S.( Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,A bel H.(Hertford,East) 
Smith,H.C.(NorthumbTynesd 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir Jn. M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
‘Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col ACE(Taunton) 
Welby,sirCharles&. E. (Notts. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt Hn E. R.( Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 

Sir William Walrond and 

Mr. Anstruther. 


Napier 


F french, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christ opher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John 

Hardie,J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, ke. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
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Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, David Brynmor,S wansea 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Layland- Barratt, ae 
Leese, SirJoseph F( Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 
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Mark A. 





O'Shaughnessy, P if 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | 


Murphy, J. 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 


(Juestion put accordingly, oe 
sum, not exceeding £6,000, be granted | N 
| 


for the said Service.’ 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allen, Chas. P.(Glouce.,Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Asqnith, RtHn. HerbartHenry 
Barlow, John Emmott 
sayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Boland, John 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sidney Charles 
Cali lwell, James 
( ‘ampbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
— Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 
C olville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 
Daly, James 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
Dewar, JohnA.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 
Duncan, James H. 
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Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid | 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
0’ Doherty, William 

O’ Donnell, ae (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, ' . (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, ya 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon, N| | 
O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 


Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford | 
— William (Clare) 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
tobertson, Edmund (Dundee) | 
fobson, William Snowdon 

Roche, John 


J That 


oes, 222. 


AYES. 


Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, “Charles 
I french, Peter 
Field, William 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
F uller, J. M. F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John 

Hardie,.J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil | 
Har msworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden. John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heime, Norva! Watson 
Holland, Wilham Henry 


| Hope, John Deans ‘Fife, West) | 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


| Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 


Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
—— Barratt, Francis 


| Leese,$ SirJosephr (Accrington 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 
Lough, Thomas 


| Lundon, W 


MacDonnell, Dr. 


Mark A. 


| M‘Crae, George 


| Shaw, 


| O’Connor, 
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Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr John 

Sinclair, Capt.John (Forfarsh- 


mentary) Estimates. 


| Soares, Ernest J. 


Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Tomkinson, James 
a Charles Philips 
Cully, Jasper 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (C lackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
W hiteley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Woodhouse, SirJ. T(Hudd’rsf'd 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 132 ; 
(Division List No. 


25.) 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 


| M‘Govern, T 


M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M'Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. ‘(Sligo, North) 
Manstield, Horace Kendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morley, c : urles (Breconshire) 
Muephy, . 

Meceent, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. JohnP. (Galway, N 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Brien, Kendal(Tipper’y, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W) 
T. P. (Liv erpool) 
0’ Doherty, W illiam 

0’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Donnell, T. ioe. W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
iy Kelly, J . (Roscommon, N.) 
O’ Malley, William 


| O'Mara, James 


O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, ‘Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
teddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 


| Redmond, William (Clare) 


Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
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Roche, John 

Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Charles P. (Leigh) 
Shipman, Dr. John 

Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J 

Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Alibusen, Augustus Hy. Eden | 


Anson, Sir W ‘liam Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkw right, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead- Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
bailey, James (Waiworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Raird, John Geo. Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A+J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. 
Beach, Re. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundeil, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
ry John George 
Cautley, gH! Strother 
4 ‘avendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, v Cc. on (Derbysh.) 
re ec!l, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn..J .(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain, J. Austen( Wore. 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cc hurehill, Ww inston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
4 ‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Frederick Lueas 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cust, Henry John ©. 
Dalrymple, Sir C harles 
Davies, M. V aughan-(Cardigan 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale, Sir Jos. Cockfield 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
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Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David A.'(Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jas} 

Warner, ol CourtenayT. 
Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 
White, George (Norfolk) 


NOES. 


sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Fiolay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir M. (London Univ.) 
Garfit, William 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goschen, Hon.GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD( Wednesbury 
Greene, SirE. W. (BurySt. Ed. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’donderry 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashfrd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanle 
Heath,James(Statiords., N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, RobertTrotter 
Higginbottom, 8. 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, Cap.J(Kent, Faversh. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeftreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt. Hn.SirJohn H. 
Kenyon, James (Lancs.,Bury) 


Doxford,S 


| Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop 
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White, Patrick (Meath,North) 
Whiteley, G. (York, W. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
W oodhonse, SirJ rh Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYEs— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee,Capt. AH( Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 

Long, Rt. Hn. W = Bristol,S 
Loyd, Archie stein 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas, Reginald J.(Portsm’th) 
Macartney, Kt. Hn. WGEllison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M:Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) 


M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 


M‘Killop, —e 
Majendie, Jaines A. H. 
Malcolm, lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Milner, Rt. Hn. SirFrederickG. 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morgan, HnF oe} (Monm’thsh. 
Mor rell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. ‘Martin HenryF. 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Murray, RtHnAGraham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W yndham(Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis: ahenaader 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratclitfe, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, 8. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 





Acl 
Ag 
Ag 
All 
An 
Are 
Ar} 
Ari 


Asl 
Atl 


Bai 
Bai 
Bai 
Bal 
Bal 
Bal 
Bal 
Bar 
Bar 
Bea 
Big 
Bill 
Blu 

sos 

dor 
Bra 
Bro 
Bul 
But 
Cau 
Cay 
Cav 
Cee 
Cee 
Cha 
Cha 
Cha 
Cha 
Cla 
Coe 
Coe 
Col 
Cols 
Coo 








152 


rth) 
‘.) 


eth) 
sf'd 
ast) 
[s— 
and 


lam 
‘rie 
LS 


oft) 
th) 
son 


sh. 


cGy. 


y 

ire) 
t’w 
sh. 


yF. 
ord 
ute 
ry) 
th) 
der 


ne 


en) 
I’. 








153 Civil Service (Supple- 


Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement-Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. S. Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 58. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos.Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, HC(North’mb.Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 


Mr. 


put.” 


Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Anson, Sir Williain Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashmead- Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 

saird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manel’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 

Brookteld, Colonel Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, J Austen(Wore’r | 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh | 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E, | 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Cook, Frederick Lueas 








AKERS DOUGLAS 
“That the Original Question be now 
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Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G. (Ox'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray | 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney 
Welby,Lt.-Col. ACE( Taunton 


| Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 


claimed, 


Noes, 126. 


AYES. 


Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 


| Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
| Cranborne, Viscount 


Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles | 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 


| Dickinson, Robert Edmond 


Dickson, Charles Scott 

Dilke, Kt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale, SirJosephCockfield | 
Dorington, Sir John Edward | 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Doxford, SirWilliamTheodore | 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Dyke,Rt. HonSir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ail wyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJd(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,SirMichael( Lond. Univ 
Gartit, William 

Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 


| Gordon, Hn.J. E( Elein& Nairn 


Gore, Hon. F. 8S. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Re. Hon. SirJohnE]don 
Goschen, Hon.GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D( Wednesb’ry 
Greene,SirEW(B’rySEdm’nds 
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Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley( York,E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yervurgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Original Question put accordingly. 


The Committee divided :--Aves, 229 ; 
(Division List No. 26.) 


Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 


| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, J. (Statfords., N.W 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 
Hobhouse, Hy. (Somerset, E. ) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,CaptJ(Kent, Faversh. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jetfreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee,Capt. AH(Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 

Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. WGEllison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David(Liverpool, W.) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
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M ‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Calmont, Col.J.(Antrim,E.) | 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Milner, Rt Hon. Sir Fred. G. 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, ¢ sag Victor 
Molesworth, S sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, ‘Edw ard Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
Morgan, D. J.(Walthamstow) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford | 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,R tHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray,Charles I. (Coventry) 
Murray,C ol.Wy ndham( Bath) 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
‘Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pilkington, Richard 
Plummer, Walter R. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N. E. 
Allen, Chas. P. (Gleuce. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 
Asquith,Rt.Hn HerbertHenry 
Barlow, John Emmot 
Boland, John 
Bolton, ‘Shomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
3urt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 
Crombie, John William 
( ‘ullinan, J. 
Daly, James 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
Dewar, ‘John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutly, William J. 


Duncan, James 

Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Farrell, James Patrick 
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| Reid, James (Greenock) 


| Furness, Sir Christopher 


| Hardie, J. K. (Merthyr Tydvil 
| Harmsworth, R. Leicester 

| Hayden, John Patrick 

| Hayne, Ht. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
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Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, tobert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliffe, R. F. 

teckitt, Harold James 


tenshaw, enon Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.ChasThomson 
topner, Colonel Roberts 
Round, James 
Royds, ¢ —— Molyneux 
tussell, " 
Rutherford, ohn 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- | 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut.-ColThos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC.(North’m. Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) | 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stirling-Maxwell,Sir John M 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 


| Stroyan, John 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier ' 


NOES. 


Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 


Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John 


Helme, Norval Watson 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, W.) 

Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’ns’a 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kinloch, Sir Jn. GeorgeSmyth 

Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Leese, SirJosephE.( Accrington 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. __ | 

M‘ — William (Cornwall) | 

M‘Crae, George | 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Govern, T. | 





| M‘Hugh, P atrick A. 
| MS Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
' Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


mentary) Estimates. 
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Talbot,Rt-Hn.J G(Oxf’dUniy. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 

V alentiz a, Viseount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


| Walker, Col. William Hall 
| Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 


Warner, Thomas C ourtenay T, 
Warr, Augustus I rederick 
Wason, John ( ‘atheart(Orkney 
Welby,Lt.-Cl. A.C. E .(Taunt’n 
Welby,Sir CharlesG. E. (Notts. 
W illiams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
W iloughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


| Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Murphy, J 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. Jn. P. (Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liv erpool) 
0’ Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
0’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James( toscommon, N 
0 aaa William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

tea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitchapel) 
Szott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Shipman, Dr. John 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J 
Stevenson, Francis §, 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
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Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, Janes 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 


Whitley, J. H 


Resolutions to be reported. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That a Supplementary sum, not ex- | 


ceeding £35,200, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, in respect of sundry Public Build- 
ings in Great Britain, not provided for 
on other Votes.” 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I wish to 
ask for information with regard to this 
Vote. In the Votes we have been dis- 
cussing this evening, our chief difficulty 
has been that we have not had that in- 
which would be thought 
requisite in submitting an original 
Estimate. My contention is that these 
items ought not to appear as Supple- 
mentary Estimates at all. They ought 
to have been anticipated at the time 
the Estimates were framed, and it is 
not right or fair to the Houseof Commons, 
which has to vote the money of this 
country, that these enormous Supple- 
mentary Estimates should be introduced 
in this fashion, We have before us to- 
day I believe the largest Supplement ry 
Estimates that have ever been presented 
to the House of Commons. A few years 
ago it was the exception to introduce 
Supplementary Estimates except under 
Year by year, 


formation 


special circumstances. 
however, an increasing number of 
Supplementary Estimates are being 
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Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley. G. (York, W. R.) 

. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond(Marioneth) 
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Woodhouse,SirJ T( Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


mentary) Estimates. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


No doubt to a certain extent the right 
hon Gentleman was in the hands of these 
offices, but he is directly responsible 
for the Estimate which I now desire to 
| criticise. The first item is Census Build- 
ings, £2,100. The right hon. Gentleman, 


| 
| 
| 
| 


 eilaes we were discussing the Foreign 
Office Vote, said that the reason for the 
Supplementary Estimate was that it could 
not be anticipated, inasmuch as some of 


the ambassadors had been moved from 


one place to another, and the houses 
had to be altered for the new occupants. 
That to a certain extent is reasonable, 
but surely the right hon. Gentleman 
must have known that the Census comes 
every ten years, and that a building for 
the taking of it would be required this 
year. We know that during the last 
year or two the Government have never 
anticipated anything, and that the 
expected was the one thing they were 
Here was an Esti- 





never prepared for. 
mate which could have been anticipated 
with the greatest ease, and there is no 
possible excuse for presenting the House 
of Commons with a Supplementary Esti- 
mate regarding it. The next item is the 
fitting up of Hertford House, Manchester 
Square. That is a matter that has 





been going on for some years, and which 
might have been fully anticipated if the 
right hon. Gentleman had only chosen to 
anticipate it. Further on, there is an 
item for the Royal Mint, and also 
for the introduction and 
of electric lighting in the principal public 


extension 





presented to the House of Commons, 
and it is on that point that I wish 
to ask the right hon. Gentleman a few 
In the discussion on the last | 


questions. 


two Votes, the right hon. Gentleman said 
he was not personally responsible ; that 
one Vote had reference to the Foreign 
Office, and the other to the Post Office. 


buildings. I ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man how it is that all these items were 
not anticipated? Not only might they 
have been anticipated, but it was his 
bounden duty to anticipate them. This 
is a matter in which this House is very 
much concerned, because if Estimates 
are so under-estimated,as they would seem 
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to have been from these huge Supple- | 
statement | 


mentary Votes, the annual 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has to make is really totally misleading to 


the country. The only conclusion that I 


1 


‘should be given separately, 


can draw is that the finance of last year | 


was so bad, and the Government think- 
ing the war was coming to an end, all 


these different Departments were in- | 


structed to keep back every possi! le Esti- 
mate and have it introduced subsequently 
as a Supplementary Estimate. Even to 
this Government, a million is a con- 
siderable item, and therefore I think 
we are entitled to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman, how it is that such items as 
Census buildings, Hertford House, the 
Royal Mint, and the introduction of 
electric lighting were not anticipated in 
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information regarding them was given, 
The amount given for the site and the 
amount to be expended on the building 
and he 
thought that the House of Commons 
was also entitled to know what class 
of building it was proposed to erect, 
what was the material to be used, and 
what provision had been made to see 
that the material agreed upon was really 
used by the contractor, and that the 
work was carried out in accordance with 
the specification. He asked for infor- 
mation on these points, 


Mr. FLYNN said he was surprised at 


ithe innocence of the hon. Gentlemen 
|above the gangway, who, however, he 


the Estimates that were originally framed? | 


I hope he will be able to give us a satis- 
factory explanation, but if he does not, 
I shall certainly vote against the Estimate. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 


there was one item of a very inter- 


esting nature in the Vote, and that was 
the alteration of Winchester House, to 


be adapted to the Intelligence Depart- | 


ment of the Government. If the Govern- 
ment would increase that item to some 
extent, he was sure it would be readily 
passed. A larger devotion of Government 
resources to the Intelligence Department 
would have obviated many of the blun- 
the Government 
during the last few years. 
desired to request information in respect 
to the moiety of the further portion 
of the cost of site and erection of build- 


ders committed by 


He especially 


ings for the King’s Bench and Probate 
Registries of the High Court of Justice, 
of which the total estimate was £19,800. 
What part of that the of 
the site, and what part was the cost of 


was cost 


the building? There was another item, 
Patent Office extension, acquisition of 
site and erection of buildings £3,000. 
It would, he thought, much facilitate 
the passing of these Votes if more detailed 


|in the Vote of nearly £10,000 for the 





was glad to see were waking up to a 
sense of their duty as the representatives 
of the taxpayers. The hon. Member for 
Poplar spoke of the absent-mindedness of 
the Government. Surely it was not a 
matter of surprise that the Government 
had only now awakened to the fact that 
there was a census every ten years. It 
was only yesterday that they discovered 
that the Ist of April this year fell on a 
Sunday. There was one very remark- 
able sum in the Vote, and that was in 
connection with the Wallace Exhibition. 
He believed that no one would grudge 
money for housing such a priceless col- 
lection of ancient and modern art, but 
surely the buildings ought to have been 
the collection 
The gallery was opened last 


provided — before was 
arranged. 
May, and how it was that nearly twelve 
months afterwards there should be a 
Supplementary Estimate passed his com- 
prehension altogether. He was delighted 
that hon. Gentlemen above the gangway 
were waking up to their duty. The 
Government had hoped to slip all these 
Estimates through without protest or 
examination, and would have succeeded 
were it not for the more or less acci- 
dental presence of a large number of 


Irish Members. There was also an item 
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London University. 
would certainly inquire as to how that 
money was to be spent. They could not 
get £1,000 for the Queen’s College in 
Belfast or Cork, while £10,000 was to be 
given to the London University. He did 
not know what genius was responsible 
for the Imperial Institute, but everyone 
knew it was a dismal failure, and now, 
at very short notice, it was to be dedi- 
cated to the purposes of the London 
University. The Irish Members strongly 


objected to that, first of all on the general | 


principle, and secondly because money 
was being spent with a lavish hand in 
this country, while £10 would not be 
given for obviously necessary purposes 
in Ireland. These Supplementary Esti- 
mates called for the strongest protests 
from hon. Members representing the 
taxpayers. They the 
threshold of a new financial year, and 


were now on 


these huge sums were asked for instead 


of the Estimates being submitted to the! 


House in a businesslike manner. 


Mr. LOUGH said there was one point 
about the Estimates which he thought 
was possibly «a mistake, but which 
certainly deserved the attention of the 
right hon. Gentleman. Only one item 
-item A—was explained, and no ex- 
planation whatever regarding the others 


was given. Item B was for main- 
tenance and repairs—-£2,000. Main- 
tenance and repairs of what? The 


object to which this sum was to be 
devoted should be stated. The Com- 
mittee ought not to be ealled upon to 
pass Supplementary Estimates which 
could have been fairly included in the 
Estimates for the year. Surely the 
Government knew what their 
tithe rent-charge, and insurance would 
be. There was another point on which 
he believed the Committee would desire 


an explanation. A sound canon which | 
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The Irish Members | 


rent, | 
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x 


mentary Estimate which could stand 
He did not believe in such finan- 
The new buildings men- 


over. 
cial juggling. 
tioned in the Supplementary Estimates 
could have remained over until they 
could be included in the finances of the 
next year. Then‘there was a serious 
item with reference to the extension ot 
the Royal Mint, which he understood 
had nothing to do with the new Sovereign. 
Why could that building not remain 
over until next month? He asked the 
right hon. Gentleman to explain why 
none of the items except item A were 
explained, and, secondly, why the pro- 
posed new buildings could not have 
stood over. 


Mr. DILLON said that there was one 
item to which he desired to direct atten- 
| tion, and that was the sum of £2,950 for 
additiona! accommodation tor the War 
Office. 


were called upon to vote a sum of two 


It was only two years since thev 


millions to erect a gorgeous new palace 
for the War Office. He himself and 
other hon. Members resisted that Vote 
for a considerable period on the ground 
that the country ought not to be called 
upon to spend an enormous sum of money 
for the erection of a new War Office 
until they had a Department fit to put 
into it. What had the War Office done 
during the last two years to entitle it to 
demand an additional sum of money ? 
In his opinion, the performances of the 
War Office had been of such a character 
that the Committee ought to be very 


slow to grant any money to it until it 
was reformed. When he voiced these 


sentiments he was not speaking the 
opinion of the Irish and Radical Mem- 
bers, but the opinion of that large section 
‘of the public represented by the Daily 
Mail and The Times newspapers, who 
'denounced the War Office as the source 
of all the misfortunes of this country in 


ought to be observed in connection with | the field. Why could not the War 


Supplementary Estimates was 


that | Office get along in the buildings that 


nothing should be included in a Supple-| had been in existence for the last 
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twenty years? It was monstrous to 
bring forward as an urgent matter 
suitable for a Supplementary Estimate 
expenditure on a temporary building for 
the War Office, when they were spending 
£2,000,000 in erecting a new palace in 
Whitehall for the accommodation of that 
incapable Department. He accepted the 
evidence of The Times—which he read 
every morning with great interest—and 
had come to a conclusion, with The 
Times, that there never was a more 
incapable Department in any country 
than the War Office. Let the War Office 
conduct its ill-omened operations in the 
buildings in which it had worked for the 
last twenty years. He considered it a 
scandalous waste of public money to 
spend the sum mentioned in the Esti- 
mates for the temporary accommodation 
of these gentlemen. Every page of the 
Supplementary Estimates bore evidence 
of the fact that all the Departments had 
adopted the policy which was preached 
the other day by the First Lord of the 
Treasury—namely, that it was not the 
business of the House of Commons to ex- 
amine Estimates at all, and that Depart- 
ments requiring money could claim it 
without instructing the Member of the 
House who represented them as to how 
it was to be spent. In old days when a 
Minister had to introduce a Supplement- 
ary Estimate he did so with an apology, 
but no apology was made nowadays. The 
items under discussion should not have 
appeared in a Supplementary Esti:rate at 
all, because they were not urgent, and 
they could have been easily anticipated, or 
could have remained over until the 31st 
March. The Vote was an instanee of the 
slipshod and reckless way in which the 
Estimates were prepared. He would 
move a reduction in the Vote, but did not 
wish to interfere with other hon. Mem- 
hers who might desire to adopt that 
course. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
said he would ask the First Commissioner 
of Works to explain certain of the items. 
He wished to know whether the Govern- 
ment had considered the advisability of 
doing its own insurance. Great muni- 
cipalities were now insuring their own 
property, and were thereby saving in 
Mr. Dillon. 
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what they had formerly paid to the 
insurances companies. The insurance 
charges of the Government must be very 
heavy, and he trusted that the right hon. 
Gentleman would inform the Committee 
whether Government insurance was 
effected in private offices, or whether 
the Government had an _ Insurance 
Department of its own. Then with 
reference to the items for fuel and house- 
hold articles, they were all aware of the 
tremendous increase in the cost of coal, 
and some of them were equally aware 
that practically every penny of that 
increase found its way into the pockets 
of the employers. It would be interest- 
ing to know from the First Commis- 
sioner of Works how many contracts for 
fuel were placed with members of the 
House of Commons or with companies 
in which hon. Members were share- 
holders. It was of the utmost impor- 
tance to know exactly how public funds 
were being spent. With reference to 
the item for the supply of water, he should 
like an explanation from the right hon. 
Gentleman as to the sum of £1,200 extra 
which was required. They were all 
aware that the London water companies 
had that day withdrawn a most absurd 
proposal with regard to making cisterns 
compulsory in connection with the 
water supply of dwellings. {t might be 
that the £1,200, or some part of it, was 
required to enable the Government to 
comply with the demands of the water 
companies in regard to cisterns. If 
that were so, the money would not now 
be needed. The water cisterns which 
were to be made compulsory were 
specified in the proposal put forward 
by the companies, and part of the specifi- 
cation was that the drainage pipe should 
be placed a few inches from the bottom 
of the cistern, the reason given being 
that if the exhaust pipe were placed at 
the bottom of the cistern dead eats, ete., 
would find their way down the drain 
pipe. and the companies would have to 
bear the sexpense of cleaning out the 
cisterns. Therefore the pipes were to be 
SO arranged that dead cats and so on 
might remain in the cisterns and im. 
prove the quality of the water. He 
entirely agreed with what had been said 
with reference to bringing forward 
in a Supplementary Estimate items 
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which ought to be included in the general finished.’ First of all, I may take the 
Budget. Jt was a method of spending point raised with regard to the ex- 
public money which should be censured planation which is given regarding 
in the strongest possible manner. He It i ee Phe 
was a strong advocate of direct taxation, ~ € PFN sere: Te ee 
because if taxation had to be paid direct other items. It has always been the 
there would be economy, and fewer practice to give items for new works 
filibustering wars would be entered in detail, but not items for mainten- 
upon ; but he was also in favour of direct ance. Then with regard to the Census 
account keeping. He hoped the right hon. Buildings, we have been told that we 
anita give the information ought to have foreseen the expenditure 
er on regard to them, and that therefore 

; , there was no necessity to bring forward 
MR. GODDARD (Ipswich) sald that 9, a Supplementary Estimate. T think a 
" oe rather a that no amount | sum of £4,000 was taken last vear for the 
of criticism seemed to be able to draw 
any reply from the right hon. Gentle 
man in charge of the Vote. Surely the 
criticism which had been advanced was 
sufficiently serious to warrant some 
kind of reply. Attention had already 


preparation of buildings for the purpose 
if collecting the census. Since then 
very considerable additions to the in- 
formation to be collected have been 
asked for by hon. Members. with the 
‘ : _* result that an extra staff has to be 
heen directed to Item C, tor which . 1 : . 
ap : provided. Therefore it can hardly be 
£5,500 was asked. Hethought ita very ©. ; se A aiki 
‘ ; ; ’ said that we could have foreseen what 
dangerous practice for Estimates of eae a aaa Nee 
eg , might have been required in the year 
this kind to be passed without a proper ernie” a iat i 
: ; é > come. hen [I was asked by the 
explanation. The Committee had a 1 \ si Tame ca pe 
Se ae ; os 10n. Member tor Leicester a question 
perfect right to demand full details, and —. " raise 
he would give an tlustration to show with regard to the Vote sor the King's 
the necessity of having them. Last Bench and Probate Registries Buildings 
year a question was raised by the Auditor in Manchester. He also asked me 
General with reference to certain items the separate cost of the site and build- 
in the furniture account. Among them ings. The total estimated cost is 
was an item of £100 for the purchase £19,800, of which the site cost £11,100 
and restoration of two portraits of King and the buildings £8,700. As against 
William IV. and Queen Adelaide for the that, the old buildings are being sold 
Foreign Office, and the Auditor General for some £4,500. He also asked me 
reported that that item should not have for particulars with regard to the material 
appeared under the head of furniture. used in the buildings, and also as to 
and should have obtained the special proper supervision during their con- 
sanction of the Treasury. There was struction. The materials are properly 
no information as to how the sum of selected and every care is taken by 
£1,325 now asked for was to be expended, competent surveyors to see that the 
and it could not be known what the Government gets value for its money. 
items were until the Estimates came, The hon. Member for West Islington 
hetore the Public Accounts Committee; asked me a question with regard to 
hut that was simply shutting the stable the Patent Office Extension, and he said 
door after the steed had been stolen, as that at all events in this case we might 
the expenditure could not then be pre- have foreseen the extra expenditure. 
vented. He hoped the right hon. Gentle- I think, however, that he will absolve 
man would no longer delay giving the| us from any want of prevision when I 
information asked tor with reference to tell him that our object is to hasten 
the various items. on the erection of this building in 
order that we may provide library 
accommodation for the Patent Office, 
Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I was wait- | and thereby set free a sum of £700 
ing to reply until hon. Members had | a year now paid for the use of a temporary 
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The lease for the temporary, PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN 
PARLIAMENT. 
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library. 
library terminates this year, and if 
we are unable to give up the premises = Motion made, and Question proposed, 
we may have to renew it. Then there “That it is expedient that a Select 
was a question raised with regard to Committee be appointed to join with 
“i Royal Mint. That item is required 9 Committee of the Lords to consider 
yy a slight addition which is required the accommodation available in the House 
by the Mint authorities. With regard of Lords when the Sovereign is personally 
to Hertford House, the supplementary present in Parliament. and the ad- 
sum is for extra furniture which is visability of substituting Westminster 
desired by the trustees and which | Hall on’such an occasion for the House 
was not contemplated when the original of Lords: 

estimate was prepared. Having regard 


to the enormous value to this country 
of this collection, | hope the Committee 
will not grudge this money, especially 


That a Message be sent to the Lords 
to acquaint them therewith.” — (Sir 


William Walrond.) 


when the great taste shown by the 
trustees in the preparation of the building 
Then I was asked about 
the War Office accommodation. The 


supplementary sum is explained by 
the necessity of acquiring a fresh office; THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 


in consequence of the very large amount ' TARY ro rae TREASURY (Sir WiLLLAw 
of work which has been thrown on Wazronp, Devonshire, Tiverton) said he 
the War Office during the past year. | , 
: : ape. ce, hoped the hon. Member would not per- 
I should like to point out that this ex- 2°. ‘ eae 
sist in his objection, as there was a 


penditure will tend towards the con- ‘ ; 
centration of the clerks and the offices general desire that the Committee should 


of the Department. I do not know | be appointed. 
whether it will surprise hon. Members | 
when I tell them that only last year 
the War Office was working under no| Mr. FLAVIN’ said he 
less than seventeen different roofs, the Committee was being appointed in 
some of them a mile apart. connection with the King’s Coronation, 
and if the right hon. Gentleman would 


the Chairman give him a guarantee that that portion 


Mr. FLAVIN : I object. 


is considered. 


understood 


It being midnight, 
left the Chair to make his Report to of the King’s Coronation Oath which 


was objectionable to Catholics would 


the House. 
would consider the 


be removed he 
tesolutions to be reported to-morrow ; advisability of permitting the motion 
Committee also report Progress ; to sit to pass. 
again to-morrow. 
Sirk WILLIAM WALROND said the 
Committee would have nothing to 
do with the Coronation. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


Mr. FLAVIN: I object. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- | 
rith) in the Chair.] | Motion deferred. 
Clause 1. 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Twelve of the clock. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Wednesday, 12th June. 
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169 Private Bill 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 1st March, 1901. 


BILL 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


The LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 


Aire and Calder Navigation [H.L.]. 

Bath Gas Light and Coke [H.L. ]. 

Birmingham (City) Tramways [H.L. ]. 

Bristol, Clifton, and West of England 
Zoological Society [H.L. ]. 

Central London Railway [H.L.]. 

Chester Gas [H.L.]. 

City and Brixton Railway [H.1. }. 

City and South London Railway [H.1.]. 

Llanelly and Mynydd Mawr Railway 
[H.L. ]. 

London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway [H.L.]. 

Newcastle-upon-T'yne and Gateshead 
Gas [H.L. ]. 

Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas [H.L.]. 

New Swindon Gas [H.L. ]. 

Shrewsbury Gas [H.L.]. 

South Eastern and London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railways [H.L. ]. 

South Essex Water [H.L.]. 

Weston-super-Mare Gas Ch) 

Wisbech Water [H.L.]. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


CHESTER CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 
BILL [H.1.]. 


Presented, and read 1°. 


ISLINGTON AND EUSTON RAILWAY 
BILL. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(Zhe Earl of Morley.) 


THe DukE oF NORTHUMBERLAND: 
My Lords, this is one of several Bills 
dealing with electric railways in the 
Metropolis, and I should like to know if 
it is considered that the principle of these 
Bills is assented to by our not opposing 
them on Second Reading. I understand 
that an inquiry is being carried on at 
ood present moment with regard to these 

ills. 
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THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortey): I may state, in 
reply to the question of the noble Duke, 
that the reading of private Bills a second 
time in no way commits the House to the 
principle of these Bills. That is, I think, 
generally admitted. As the noble Duke 
will see, I have placed a motion on the 
Paper for Monday, which I hope your 
Lordships will approve, to refer the prin- 
ciple of these Bills to a Joint Committee. 
The Bills must be read a second time 
before they can go to that Committee ; 
but the noble Duke need be under no 
apprehension that the House commits 
itself to the principle of the Bills by as- 
senting to the Second Reading. 


Business. 


On Question agreed to. Bill read 2¢ 


accordingly. 


ARLESEY GAS BILL [1.1]. 


ASPATRIA, SILLOTH, AND DISTRICT 
WATER BILL [4.1]. 


BARROW-IN-FURNESS CORPORATION 
BILL [H.L.]. 


BELFAST HARBOUR BILL 
BOLTON CORPORATION BILL [H.1.]. 


BOURNEMOUTH CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


CORPORATION 
BILL [H.L.]. 


BRISTOL CORPORATION (DOCKS AND 
RAILWAYS, ETC.) BILL [H.L.]. 
BROADSTAIRS AND ST. PETER’S 
WATER AND IMPROVEMENT BILL 

[H.L.]. 


CHESTERFIELD 


[H.L. ]. 


BRISTOL CEMETERY 


IMPROVEMENT BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


DOVER CORPORATION BILL [H.1.]. 
DOVER HARBOUR BILL [H.1.]. 


FOLKESTONE OORPORATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


HANDSWORTH URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [H.L.]. 


HARROGATE WATER BILL [1.1.]. 
HENRY DIAPER AND COMPANY 
(DELIVERY WARRANTS) BILL [u.1.]. 


HEYWOOD AND MIDDLETON WATER 
BOARD BILL [H.1.]. 


KING’S NORTON AND NORTHFIELD 
URBAN DISTRICT TRAMWAYS BILL 
[H.L. ]. 

Read 2%. 


G 
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LEEDS CORPORATION (GENERAL PRISONS (SCOTLAND). 


POWERS) BILL [H.1.]. 


LEEDS CORPORATION WATER BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


LLANELLY HARBOUR BILL [H.L.}. 


MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL ELEC- 
TRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL [#.L. ]. 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION BILL 
{H.L. ]. 


DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BILL [H.L.]. 


RAILWAY 


MERSEY 
BOARD 


NORTH-EAST LONDON 
BILL [H.L. }. 


WATER BILL 


AND CITY RAILWAY 
BILL [H.L.]. 


POULTON-LE-FYLDE GAS BILL [H.L.}. 
PRESTATYN WATER BILL 
RIPON CORPORATION BILL [H.L.}- 


RUGBY WATER AND IMPROVEMENT 
BILL [H.L.]. 


SALFORD CORPORATION 
SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL [H.1. }. 
SHIELDS BRIDGE BILL 
SMETHWICK CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 
WATER 
BILL [H.L.]}. 
CORPORATION WATER 
BILL [H.L.]. 
AND BUDE IMPROVE- 
BILL [H.L.}. 


HARBOUR BILL [u.1.}. 


OAKHAM [H.L. }. 


PICCADILLY 


[H.L. ]. 


BILL [H.L.]. 


[H.L.]. 


SOUTHPORT (TRANSFER) 


STOCKPORT 
STRATTON 
MENT 
WARKWORTH 
Read 2¢. 


WEST AND SOUTH LONDON 
TION RAILWAY BILL 


Standing Order No. &86A considered 
(according to Order), and dispensed with. 
Leave given to present the said Bill. Bill 
presented and read 1“. 


JUNC- 
[H..]. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
INDIA (NORTH-WEST FRONTIER). 
Papers regarding British relations with 

the neighbouring tribes on the North- 
west Frontier of India, and Punjab Fron- 
tier Administration ; presented [by Com- 
mand], and ordered to lie on the Table. 


I. Rule made by the Secretary for 
Scotland appointing the police cells at 
Haddington to be a legal prison for the 
detention of untried prisoners for a period 
not exceeding fourteen days before or 
during trial, and of convicted prisoners 
for a period not exceeding seven days 
from the date of conviction. 

II. Rules made by the Secretary for 
Seotland under the Prisons (Scotland) 


Act, 1877, establishing new rates of 
dietaries for the several classes of 
prisoners. 

LOCAL REGISTRATION OF — TITLE 
(IRELAND) ACT, 1891, AND THE 
SMALL DWELLINGS ACQUISITION 


ACT, 1899. 
Rules dated 5th December, 1900. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


CHARITABLE AGENCIES FOR THE 
RELIEF OF WIDOWS AND ORPHANS 
OF SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 
Commons Message considered (accord- 

ing to Order). 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror WAR (Lord RaGLan): My 
Lords, I beg to move the motion stand- 
ing in my name. 


Moved, ‘‘ That this House do concur in 
the following resolution communicated 
by the Commons—namely, ‘ That it is 
expedient that a Joint Committee of 
Lords and Commons be appointed to 
consider the various charitable agencies 
now in operation, and the funds avail- 
able for relieving widows and orphans 
of soldiers and sailors, with a view to 
insuring that the funds subscribed by 
local and private benevolence are applied 
to the best advantage in supplementing 
a scheme of Government Pensions for 
widows and orphans of soldiers and 
sailors who have lost their lives in war.” 
. -(Lord Ltaglan.) 

EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I think 
the noble Lord is pursuing rather an 
unusual course in moving this motion 
without giving the House the slightest 
explanation. I want to know what is 
the object of this Committee. This 
matter has been before the public fora 
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great many years, particularly in connec- 
tion with the Patriotic Fund, though 
since the Transvaal War it has come more 
into prominence asa result of the generous 
contributions which have been made to 
various funds in various parts of the 
country. Almost all the benevolent funds 
for the relief of those connected with the 
war have had large sums of money to 
distribute, and there has been a very 
strong feeling as to whether or not over- 
lapping and abuse have followed in con- 
sequence. Though, of course, I may 
make some conjectures, | am quite at a 
loss to know what the object of this Com- 
mittee is. I am not going to say a word 
in condemnation of the way the Patriotic 
Fund has been administered. All I will 
say is that I know it has not inspired 
confidence in the country; but at 
the same time I believe there has 
been a great deal of misrepresentation. 
As far as I can make out, there have 
heen six or seven inquiries already of this 
kind. There was a Committee, over 
which my lamented friend the late Lord 
Herschell presided, in 1895 ; there was a 
Select Committee of the House of Com- 
mons in 1896 ; there was a Committee of 
the Commissioners themselves, presided 
over by my noble and learned friend Lord 
Davey, who I regret to see is not in his 
place to-day ; there was the Committee 
appointed by His Majesty the King, then 
Prince of Wales ; and the last Committee 
was the one held lately under the able 
chairmanship of Lord Justice Collins, and 
on which my noble friend Lord North- 
brook served. These Committees all 
made Reports, and finally there was 
a conference in the City, under the 
presidency of the ex-Lord Mayor (Sir 
Alfred Newton), when some important 

resolutions were carried in order to give 

effect to the different recommendations 

that were made by Lord Justice Collins’s 

Committee. Is this Committee to go 

over all the old ground again? We have 

heard a great deal recently of committees 

and commissions, and I confess I am 

rather shy of them, for they often delay 

action which it is necessary should be | 
taken. It was only a few nights ago 

that the noble Marquess at the head of 

the Government protested that, if a Com- 

mittee was granted to my noble friend 

Lord Avebury on the subject of hours | 
in shops, it must not be thought that the 

Government would be bound to follow 

the advice of any committee, although that | 
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advice would have a considerable amount 
of weight. With regard to the Patriotic 
Fund, inquiry has been made ad nauseam ; 
but possibly it is not for that purpose 
that this Committee is to meet. I notice 
that the terms of reference speak of a 
scheme which I should hail with great 
satisfaction—namely, a scheme of Govern- 
ment pensions for widows and ‘orphans 
of soldiers and sailors who have lost their 
lives in war. We have not heard any- 
thing of that in this House, but it was 
one of the recommendations of Lord 
Justice Collins’s Committee, and I suppose 
the Government have aceepted it. It 
does not seem to me at all necessary to 
have a Committee to decide how the 
different funds are to be applied in sup- 
plementing such a scheme. The Govern- 
ment have already all the necessary in- 
formation ; and therefore, without wishing 
to oppose the noble Lord’s motion, I 
think the House is entitled to some ex- 
planation with regard to it. 


*Lorp RAGLAN: My Lords, I can 
only refer the noble Earl to what has 
been said on this subject in another 
place. It is proposed by the Government 
to start a scheme under which the widows 
and orphans of men who have lost their 
lives in the service of the country shall 
receive pensions out of public funds. 
That being so, the position of these funds, 
which have hitherto been the means of 
supporting them, will be changed, and 
they will become auxiliary. It is there- 
fore necessary to devise some scheme for 
dealing with them. I am afraid that is 
all the information I can give the noble 
Earl on the subject. 


*THE EARL oF NORTHBROOK: My 
Lords, I was a member of Lord Justice 
Collins’s Committee, and I concur in what 
has fallen from the noble Earl (Lord 
Spencer) on this subject. I cannot under- 
stand how the Government should think 
it necessary to appoint a Joint Committee 
of both Houses of Parliament to deal 
with a matter on which every single 
piece of information that can possibly be 
produced is before them. [I also agree 
with my noble friend that, the House of 
Commons having asked for the appoint- 
ment of a Committee, it would be un- 
gracious to decline. But I wish that the 
noble Lord who represents the War 
Office in this House had been able to in- 
form us what the scheme of pensions is 
which the Government are going to pro- 
G 2 
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soldiers and sailors who lose their lives 
in the service. Unless that scheme is 
notified beforehand, it would be perfectly 
useless for this Committee to undertake 
its labours. The whole of the future 
arrangements must depend upon what the 
amount of the pensions to be given by 
the Government is, and how far those pen- 
sions will extend ; and unless that infor- 
mation is before the Joint Committee, I 
hold that the Joint Committee had very 
much better not meet. However, while 
associating myself with the observations 
made by the noble Earl with respect to 
the want of necessity for appointing this 
Committee, | am not prepared to oppose 
the appointment of the Committee. 


*Lorp WELBY: My Lords, as an 
individual member of the Patriotic 
Fund Commission, I should like to 
say that I have heard with great 
interest and satisfaction the statement 
made by the noble Lord the Under 
Secretary of State for War with regard 
to the scheme of Government pensions 
for the widows and orphans of soldiers 
and sailors. That is an entirely new 
departure, and, as the noble Lord said, it 
makes the voluntary funds upon which 
we have hitherto relied supplementary. 
The noble Lord’s motion has the assent of 
the Patriotic Fund Commissioners, and I 
trust that the appointment of this 
Joint Committee will lead to a satis- 
factory arrangement. But I think it 
would assist the Committee very much if 
the Government were able to indicate in 
some form or other the lines on which 
they think that arrangement should be 
based. 

On Question, agreed to; and message 
ordered to be sent to the Commons to 
acquaint them therewith. 

House adjourned at a quarter 
before Five of the clock, to 
Monday next, a quarter before 
Eleven of the deck. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 1st March, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 

port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 


The Earl of Northbrook. 


{COMMONS} 
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pose for the widows and orphans of | tions for Private Bills, That, in the case of 


the following Bills, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, Standing Order No. 62 
has been complied with, viz. :— 


Aldershot Gas and Water Bill. 

Caledonian Railway Bill. 

Gas Light and Coke Company Bill. 

Gravesend Gas Bill. 

Great Eastern Railway Bill. 

Great Northern Railway Bill. 

London, Tilbury, and Southend Rail- 
way Bill. 

South Metropolitan Gas Bill. 

Taff Vale Railway Bill. 

Tendring Hundred Water Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 
time. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 63 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 63 has been complied with, 
Viz. : 


British Gas Light Company Bill. 

Crawley Gas Bill. 

District Messenger and Theatre Ticket 
Company Bill. 

Dublin St. James’ Gate Brewery Tram- 
ways Bill. 

Gateshead and District Tramways Bill. 

Horley District Gas Bill. 

Leatherhead Gas Bill. 

Wells Water Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 


BEXLEY TRAMWAYS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir William Hart Dyke and Mr. 
Forster. 
THAMES AND SEVERN PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


STANDING ORDERS. 
Resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee :— 
1. “That, in the case of the Cambrian 
Railways Petition, the Standing Orders 
ought to be dispensed with :—That the 
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parties be permitted to proceed with their 
Bill.” 

2. “That, in the case of the South 
Yorkshire Electric Power Petition, the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with :—That the parties be permitted to 
proceed with their Bill, provided that the 
powers toexempt the Company proposed to 
he ineorported by the Bill, and their under- 
taking from the provisions of Section 81 
of the Schedule to the Electrie Lighting 
(Clauses) Act, 1899, be struck out of the 
Bill: That the Committee on the Bill 
do report how far such Order has been 
complied with.” 

Resolutions agreed to. 

CAMBRIAN RAILWAYS. 

Keport [this day] from the Select Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders read. 

Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Humphreys-Owen and Mr. Bryn Roberts. 


SOUTH YORKSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER. 
Report [this day] from the Select Com- 
mitteee on Standing Orders read. 
sill ordered to be brought in by Sir 


William Hornby, Mr. Helder, and Mr. 
Platt-Higgins. 
PETITIONS. 


BEER BILL. 

Petition from Hollinwood, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 

Petition from Wickham Market, for 
alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 

GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 

TION SCHOOLS). 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Keighley ; Middlesbrough ; Sedgley ; and 
Southowram ; to lie upon the Table. 
POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 

TION ACT, 1896. 
Petition for alteration of Law, from 


West Ham; Guildford; South Shields ; 
and Bedwellty ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from United Free 


Church of Scotland Temperance Union ; 
to lie upon the Table. | 
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¢EPORTS, ETC. 
PAUPERISM (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(MONTHLY STATEMENTS). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 28th February ; Jr. Grant Law- 
son]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 69.] 


(tETURNS, 


PAUPERISM (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(HALF-YEARLY STATEMENTS). 
Copy ordered, “of Statement of the 
number of Paupers relieved on the Ist 
day of January, 1901, and similar State- 
ment for the lst day of July, 1901 (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 


136, of Session 1900).”—Mr. Grant 
Lawson.) 
QUESTIONS. 
SOUTH — AFRICA — JAMESON RAID 
INDEMNITY — CHARTERED  COQM- 


PANY’S COUNTERCLAIM. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies if his atten- 
tion has been called to the statement of 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, in the 
House, on the 13th December, 1900,* in 
which he said for every pound fairly 
due in consequence of the Jameson raid 
from the Chartered Company to the late 
Transvaal Government at least £5 is 
probably due to the Company from the 
late Transvaal Government in consequence 
of the war entered into by that Govern- 
ment against this country ; if so, whether 
he will communicate to the House parti- 
culars of this set-off of the Chartered 
Company. 


THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): What happened was this : 
The hon. Member for East North- 
amptonshire asked whether the assets 
of the Transvaal, which we had been 


| discussing, included the claim of the late 


Transv aal Government on the Chartered 
Company. I said that any question on 
that matter should be addressed to the 
Colonial Secretary, but, speaking merely 
my own opinion, I added the words which 
the hon. Member now quotes. Of course, 
what I meant, and what I believe I was 





*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxxviii., page 753. 
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understood by the House to mean, was 
that anything due from the Company 
seemed to me to have been wiped out by 
the injury done to the Company by the 
war. I did not go into details, nor have 
I any knowledge of them, much less did 
I admit, or suggest, that the Company 
could have any claim against Her late 
Majesty’s Government, or the present 
administration of the Transvaal. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): May I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether we are to understand his answer 
to mean that the taxpayers of this country 
are not entitled to have those details 
gone into before this question is deter- 
mined ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It was 
only a general statement of my opinion, 
and I do not think there is any reason 
for going into details. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: May I ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he means to press this claim 
against the Chartered Company ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! This 
cannot be made an occasion for general 
discussion about the claims of or against 
the Chartered Company. 


GOVERNMENT'S KNOWLEDGE BEFORE 
THE WAR OF ALLIANCE BETWEEN 
THE TWO REPUBLICS. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, 
Leigh): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury at what period in the year 
1899 the Government were informed 
that if war ensued between the Transvaal 
and this country, as a result of the 
differences which were made apparent at 
the Bloemfontein Conference, the Free 
State would undoubtedly throw in her 
lot with the sister Republic ; and whether 
the attention of the Government was 
called to a Report issued by the Intelli- 
gence Department of the War Office four 
months before the outbreak of the war, 
entitled Military Notes on the Dutch 
Republics of South Africa, of which copies 
have within the past few days been placed 
in the library of the House of Commons. 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): All the information the Govern- 
ment received upon the subject dealt 


with in the question was either in 
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|the nature of opinion, and _ therefore 
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necessarily conjectural, or else depended 
upon the assurances of ex-President 


| Steyn, which were, unfortunately, menda- 


cious. 


TREATMENT OF BOER WOMEN AND 
CHILDREN. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether there has been any 
revocation of the policy of placing tke 
women and children confined in the con- 
centration camps in South Africa, whose 
husbands and fathers are in the field, on 
reduced rations; or is that policy still 
being carried out. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall): Before the right hon. 
Gentleman answers that question will he 
say whether it is not a fact that the great 
majority of the women and children now 
concentrated in camps have gone there by 
their own desire to obtain protection from 
natives and Boer marauders ? 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
I think that the great majority of the 
women and children have gone into the 
camps by their own desire. Their motives 
I am not responsible for. I have not yet 
received full information, but Lord 
Kitchener has informed me that a_sutli- 
cient allowance is being given to all 
families in camp, and that they are satis- 
fied and comfortable. 


PROGRESS OF THE WAR. 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
Has the Secretary for War any further 
news from South Africa ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir; none be- 
yond that already published. 


ARMY WATER-CARTS — GENERAL 
DUNDONALD’S STATEMENT. 
Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called to 
a public statement of General Lord Dun- 
donald to the effect that hundreds of our 
soldiers are buried in South Africa to- 
day who would have been alive had 
proper water-carts been supplied ; and 
can he state who was responsible for the 
type of water-carts selected ; and what 
steps, if any, he intends to take in the 
matter. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: I have seen the 


statement in question. The barrel water- 


carts alluded to in the statement have | 


been superseded, after due inquiry and 
experiment, since 1895 by tank water- 
carts, and nearly all the water-carts sent 
to South Africa have been of the latter 
pattern, though a few of the former were 
also sent. Printed forms were sent to 
South Africa requesting the opinion of 
officers on all articles of equipment used 
there. This equipment, with others, 
will be considered in the light of the 
replies. 


Mr. DALZIEL: Do I understand that 
the water-carts condemned by Lord Dun- 
donald have been changed ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: 


further information. 


I can give no 


SECRET ARMY CONTRACTS. 

CotonEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can state how much money 
has been spent up to 31st December last, 
or other convenient date, on secret con- 
tracts or secret purchases in connection 
with the South African war; and can 
he state when purchases or contracts are 
kept secret from this House who deter- 
mines or advises the prices to be given, 
particularly under the following heads 
—namely, conveyance of troops, arms, am- 
munition, food, forage, tentage, tools and 
engines, railway material, clothing and 
bedding, hospital stores, animals, and 
saddlery and harness. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Iam afraid I can- 
not give the information asked for by the 
hon. Member in the first part of his 
question. ‘Terms of contract are settled, 
generally speaking, by the Director of 
Contracts in consultation with the military 
authorities concerned, and subject to the 
concurrence of the Financial Secretary 
and Secretary of State where the import- 
ance of the matter requires it. The chief 
exceptions to the above rule are the con- 
veyance of troops by sea, which rests 
mainly with the Admiralty, and the pur- 
chase of horses, which rests with the 
Inspector General of Remounts. 


MILITARY FUNERALS — ARTHUR 
DODD, SHROPSHIRE YEOMANRY. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
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for War will he say if the War Office 
refused to send home for interment at 
Berrington, near Shrewsbury, the body 
of Arthur Dodd, one of the Shropshire 
Yeomanry, who recently died of pneu- 
monia at Aldershot, and if a subscription 
for the purpose had to be collected in his 
native village. 


Mr. BRODRICK: There was no 
refusal on the part of the War Office to send 
home the body for interment. Private 
Dodd’s friends were informed of his death, 
and an undertaker representing them 
came to the barracks and asked permission 
to remove the body for burial. Permission 
was granted and the body was removed. 
The undertaker asked no question as to 
the War Office defraying the expenses, nor 
has any communication been received from 
the man’s friends on the subject. On 
application, the usual amount, representing 
the cost of burial at Aldershot, will be 
paid by the War Department. 


YEOMANRY TRAINING. 

Mr. HERMON - HODGE (Oxford- 
shire, Henley): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he can inform 
the House upon what terms and condi- 
tions Yeomanry regiments will this year 
be called up for their annual training. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I will deal with 
this question on introducing the Army 
Estimates. 


Mr. HERMON-HODGE: Will the 
Report of the Yeomanry Committee then 
be in the hands of hon. Members ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot say. It 
has, however, been laid on the Table, 


HAMPSHIRE YEOMANRY. 

Sin BARRINGTON SIMEON (South- 
ampton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether his attention has 
been drawn to the fact that several mem- 
bers of the Hampshire Yeomanry were 
attested and sworn in at Winchester on 
12th February, when it was intimated to 
them that they would be required to join 
in three or four days, whereas they have 
not been required to join yet ; whether 
he is aware that, although several of these 
young men gave up their employment to 
join the Yeomanry and are consequently 
without funds to pay for their board and 
lodging, on their applying at Winchester 
for a portion of the pay due to them since 
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12th February they were informed that 
they could receive no pay before joining ; 
and whether, considering the pecuniary 
difficulties in which they are involved, 
orders may be given that these men 
should at once receive the pay due to 
them since 12th February. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The officer com- 
manding the Hampshire Yeomanry paid 
the men their expenses and informed 
them that they would be entitled to draw 
their pay from the 12th. Instructions 
have been sent to this officer to carry out 
the regulations under which men should 
be regularly paid after being medically 
examined and attested from the date of 
attestation. 


LITERATURE FOR TROOPS AT THE 
FRONT. 

*Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, Spald- 
ing): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether any information can be 
given as to the disposal of books and 
papers sent out to men serving at the 
front in South Africa, and especially -to 
the wounded in hospitals, whether any 
further parcels can now be sent, and how 
and to whom they may be addressed. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) : Parcels in- 
tended for individuals can be sent as 
heretofore, addressed te the man at his 
unit in South Africa. Parcels intended for 
distribution should be addressed to the 
Officer Commanding the Army Service 
Corps at Cape Town, marked for the use 
of the unit or hospital for which they 
are intended. They should be sent 
through the Embarking Staff Officer at 
Southampton, carriage paid to that port. 


YEOMEN—FACILI- 
IN SOUTH 


IRISH) IMPERIAL 
TIES FOR SETTLEMENT 
AFRICA. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether any, and if so how many, 
of the Imperial Yeomanry raised in the 
midland counties of Ireland are yet at 
the front ; whether promises were made 
to some of these men that their services 
would be rewarded when the Boer farms 
came to be distributed as spoils of war ; 
and can he state whether any of these 
men have already left the forces to settle 
in the country. 
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Lorp STANLEY: There is no infor- 
mation available to show how many men 
of the six Irish companies of the Imperial 
Yeomanry camefrom the midland counties 
of Ireland, or whether any of them left 
the force to settle in South Africa. No- 
thing is known of the promises alluded 
to, but it is contemplated that opportu- 
nities for settlement in these countries 
will be afforded to eligible men. 


H.M.2S) RESERVE REGIMENTS — OF 
CAVALRY — CONDITIONS OF RE- 
ENLISTMENT. 

CapTAIN JESSEL (St. Pancras, 8.): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether non-commissioned officers and 
men of His Majesty’s Reserve regiments 
of cavalry, on determining their engage- 
ments, will be invited to re-enlist on 
terms similar to those offered by the 
Royal Warrant of 23rd February, 1901, 
to soldiers now serving in the Royal 
Reserve battalions of intantry, or whether 
they will be discharged on completion of 
their year’s service. 


Lorp STANLEY: The _ non-com- 
missioned officers and men in question 
will be allowed to  re-enlist under the 
terms of the Royal Warrant of the 31st 
March, 1900, issued as a special Army 
Order on the 28th April of that year. 


PRIVATE JAMES RAMSEY, Ist BAT- 
TALION ROYAL INNISKILLING FUSL 
LLERS. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): [beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if his 
attention has been called to the case of 
Private James Ramsey, Ist Battalion 
Royal Inniskilling Fusiliers, who, although 
the time for which he enlisted with the 
colours, as well as his reserve time, has 
expired, is still at the front in South 
Africa; and whether immediate steps 
will be taken to have him sent home; 
and, if not, will he explain why he is 
detained. 


Lorp STANLEY: The Secretary of 
State’s attention has not been called to 
this case, nor is there any reason why it 
should be socalled. The man in question 
is liable under the terms of his attestation 
for Section D of the Army Reserve to 
serve on till the 10th of July next, unless 
demobilisation is ordered before that date. 
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NAVAL ENGINEERS AND ARTIFICERS. | 
sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- | 


shire, W.R., Shipley): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty if he can state 
how many engine-room artificers and 
stokers have been induced during the 


current financial year to join the Navy ;| 


whether only 55 per cent. of the engine- 
room artificers, and only 59 per cent. of 
the number of the stokers, authorised by 
Parliament have been obtained; and 
whether, in view of the difficulty of 
obtaining proper supplies of men for 
these branches of the service, the condi- 
tions of employment will be revised and 
improved ; whether the Admiralty adver- 
tised in December last for applications for 
assistant engineers for the Navy, dis- 
tributing such advertisements throughout 
the varions seaports for the purpose of 
ensuring applications; whether more 
than three applications were received ; 
how many engineers were passed into 
the service in consequence of such adver- 
tisements ; and whether any improvement 
in the conditions of service of engineers 
is contemplated, — 

THe CIVIL LORD or tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. PretyMan, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): Two hundred and fifty engine. 
room artificers and 1,566 stokers were 
entered between Ist April, 1900, and 16th 
February, 1901. On the 1st instant 97 per 
cent. of the engine-room artificers voted 
by Parliament, and 98 per cent. of the 
stokers, were borne. There is not any 
difficulty experienced in obtaining sutfti- 
cient men of both these ratings on exist- 
ing terms. During a great part of the 
year restrictions have been placed on 
recruiting in order to keep within the 
numbers voted and to ensure the entry of 
only specially desirable men. The Admi- 
ralty caused advertisements to be inserted 
in two papers only—namely, The Engineer 
and = Engineeriny—in December last for 
candidates for assistant engineers for 
temporary service in the Navy. Several 
applications were received, but only three 
were accepted as suitable. These three 
passed the required examination and were 
entered in the service. No alteration of 
a special nature is at present contemplated 
in the condition of service of engineers, 
but with a view to any improvement 
which is desirable in the best interests of 
the Navy, these officers, incommon with 
all others, have their conditions of ser- 
vice always under consideration at the 
Admiralty. 


1 Marcu 1901} 
J 





186 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) * 
I should like to ask if the failure of 
| engine-room artificers to join is due to 
|the nature of the test applied in the 
| dockyards, it being gauge-making rather 
| than practised engineering ! 

Mr. PRETYMAN: Probably the candi- 
dates are better able than the Admiralty 
to say what has prevented them from 
joining. 


Questions. 


[INDIA--PREVENTION OF FAMINE— 
IRRIGATION WORKS. 

Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Holmfirth): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether any informa- 
tion has been obtained from the Govern- 
ments of Bombay and of the Central 
Provinces, since the close of last session, 
as to any projects for the construction of 
reservoirs or embankments on the Ner- 
budda or Tapti rivers, with a view to 
the protection of the western part of the 
Central Provinces and of Gujerat from 
drought and famine ; and, if no proposals 
of this kind have yet been made, will he 
take steps to ensure that early attention 
be given to this matter. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I have received since the end of 
last session a Report from the Bombay 
Government in which it is stated that 
an irrigation tank is under construction 
which will irrigate a large tract of country 
adjoining the ‘Tapti river. The Govern- 
ment of India have most carefully con- 
sidered the question of the extension of 
irrigation wherever practicable, with a view 
to the prevention of famine; and I will 
forward a copy of the hon. Member’s 
question and of my answer to India. 


CHINA —INFLICTION OF FINES BY 
GERMAN AUTHORITIES. 

Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 5.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he has any 
ofticial intormation to the effect that the 
German authorities in China are extort- 
ing from the local authorities sums of 
money without consultation with the 
representatives of the other Powers ; and, 
if not, whether he will make inquiries 
upon this point. 

Tur UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
rok FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): We under- 
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stand that fines have been inflicted in 
certain cases by the German military 
authorities, but this would be a matter 
within the discretion of the Field Mar- 
shal Commanding-in-Chief. 


SAMOA DISTURBANCES—BRITISH 
CLAIMS FOR COMPENSATION. 
Mr. MAXWELL (Dumfriesshire): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether all the claims 
for compensation for losses suffered by 
sritish subjects during the disturbances 
in Samoa have now been received by the 
Foreign Office; and whether any of 
these claims have been settled; and, if 
not, can he state the cause of delay. 
Viscount CRANBORNE: It is not 
known that there are any claimsfor compen- 
sation for losses suffered by British subjects 
during the disturbances in Samoa other 


than those received and noted at the 
Foreign Office. None of these claims 


have been settled, the arguments of the 
3ritish and American Governments in 
relation to the military operations in 
Samoa not having yet been presented to 
the arbitrator. With regard to claims 
not occasioned by the military operations 
His Majesty’s Government are in com- 
munication with the German Government. 


CRETE — PAPERS ON ADMINISTRA- 
TION AND FINANCIAL CONDITION. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he can state 
when the Papers relating to the adminis- 
tration and financial condition of Crete, 
promised on the 11th of December last, 
will be laid upon the Table. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: I very 
much regret the delay that has taken 
place. The Papers are being prepared 
and will be laid upon the Table as soon 
as possible. 


ELECTRIC SUPPLY BY LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES — RETURN OF EX- 
PENDITURE. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, W.) : I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he will grant the Return 
showing the results of the expenditure on 
the supply of electricity by local authori- 
ties on the Paper this day. 

THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 


oF TRADE (Mr. GeraLtp BALFourR, 
Leeds, Central): I think that the time 
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has come when a Return giving the ex- 
penditure on the supply of electrical 
energy is desirable. The form of the 
Return suggested by my hon. friend is, I 
think, capable of improvement. I will 
consider the matter and communicate 
further with him. 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY—VIBRA- 


TION. 
*Mr. COMPTON RICKETT (Scar- 


borough): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he has 
satisfied himself that the vibration of the 
trattic on the Central London Railway is 
a cause of injury and annoyance to 
owners and occupiers of the property 
adjoining the line of route ; and, if so, 
whether he is prepared to advise Parlia- 
ment to protect the property in the 
neighbourhood of the proposed new 
electric lines either by means of improved 
construction and traction or by com- 
pulsory purchase of such property. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: With 
reference to the first part of the hon. 
Member’s question an expert committee is 
sitting to inquire into ihe matter, and 
until it reports I am not in a position to 
express any opinion. With regard to the 
second part, the Bills dealing with the 
new electric lines have been introduced 
in another place. I understand it is 
probable that a proposal will be made to 
refer to a joint committee the considera- 
tion of several questions affecting them. 
Should such proposal be made I hope 
this House will agree to it. 


BEER POISONING IN THE STAFFORD- 
SHIRE POTTERIES. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether his atten 
tion has been called to the evidence 
given before the Arsenical Poisoning 
Commission as to the similarity of the 
symptoms of poisoning from arsenicised 
beer and from plumbism, and that Pro- 
fessors Oliver and Thorpe have reported 
that beer is largely taken in the Stafford- 
shire Potteries as an antidote to plumbism ; 
and whether many of the reported cases 
of plumbism in the four last months of 
1900 were cases of arsenical poisoning. 

*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcuiz, Croydon): Having made in 
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quiry into this matter I find that during 
the last four months of 1900 three cases 
reported as cases of plumbism were con- 
sidered by the Medical Inspector of 
Factories and Workshops to be really 
cases of arsenical poisoning, and were 
excluded from the Returns of lead-poison- 
ing. The cases are always carefully 
scrutinised for mistakes in reporting, and 
there is no reason to think there were any 
other such cases not detected. 


Mr. COGHILL: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman received any complaint as to 
the character of the beer supplied by the 
local breweries ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir. 


DEFENCE OF POOR PRISONERS. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he is aware that 
provision is made for the defence of poor 
prisoners in Germany, France, Denmark, 
the United States, Scotland, and several 
of our colonies ; also that the Bar council 
have recommended in favour of making 
similar provision here, and whether he 
intends taking any steps in the matter. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I do not see 


way to take any action in this matter. 


my 


FATALITY AT HOOTON’S FACTORY, 
NOTTINGHAM. 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): I 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the death of George 
Benton, which took place on Ist February 
at Messrs. Hooton’s factory, Nottingham ; 
and will he inquire whether the planing 
machine by which Benton was crushed 
to death was erected before or after 1st 
January, 1896, and whether, in view of 
the terrible nature of the accident, he 
will consider the advisability of applying 
the provisions of Section 9 of the Act of 
1895 to all self-acting machines irrespec- 
tive of the date of the erection of the 
factory. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Inquiry is being made 
into this case. 
THE POTTERY 


SPECIAL RULES IN 


TRADE. 
Mr. TENNANT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment at what date the proposed draft 
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special rules, suggested to employers in 
a Home Office circular of December, 1899, 
and put before the employees in August, 
1900, which have recently been formally 
circulated as proposed special rules, were 
communicated to the workpeopleemployed 
in the pottery trade. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The first draft of the 


rules was published in the newspapers 


circulating in the pottery district im- 


mediately after it had been communicated 
to the employers. There is no provisiou 
in the Factory Acts requiring that the 
rules should be formally proposed to the 
workpeople in the same way as to the 
employers ; but any person interested 
can be (and has been) supplied with a 
copy for the asking, and I have directed 
the inspector for the district to furnish 
copies of the rules as now proposed to 
representative workpeople. 


POOR LAW VALUATION. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he can state the average 
poor law valuation per head of population 
in England, and what is the highest and 
what the lowest valuation per head. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, S.): In 1899 the amount 
of rateable value per head of the esti- 
mated population of England and Wales 
was £5 10s. 8}d. There are no very 
recent figures which would give the in- 
formation asked for in the latter part of 
the question; but in 1894 the highest 
amount of rateable value per head of the 
population according to the Census of 
1891, of any poor law union in England 
and Wales was—excluding the City of 
London, the circumstances of which are 
exceptional—£14 5s. 84d., and the lowest 
£2 1s. 6d. 


USE OF PRESERVATIVES IN FOOD. 

Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.) + 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board if any Report has yet 
been received from the Departmental 
Committee appointed in 1899 to inquire 
into the use of preservatives and colour- 
ing matter in food. 

Mr. WALTER LONG: The Report 
has not at present been received, but I 
understand that it is in preparation. 
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HOUSING OF THE WORKING 
CLASSES ACTS. 

Mr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 

I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he will con- 
sider the advisableness of appointing a 
Committee of the House to consider the 
administration of local authorities under 
the various Housing of the Working 


Classes Acts, with the view to further | 


assisting authorities in their efforts to deal 
with the problem. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : As I intimated 
in answer to the hon. Member yesterday, 
I am considering the whole question. 


LONDON WATER [INQUIRY COSTS. 
Mr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 


President of the Local Government Board 
whether the legal expenses of counsel 
representing the various London local 
authorities In connection with the recent 
inquiry into the abortive regulations 
proposed by the London water com- 


panies will have to be borne by the 
London ratepayers, or ewhether it is 
within the competence of the Local 


Government Board to give the costs of 
the inquiry against the water companies. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Local 
Government Board have no power to 
require the water companies to pay the 
costs referred to in the question, and I 
may add that if I had such powers I 
should not consider they ought to be 
exercised in this case. 


Mr. MACNAMARA: Has the right 
hon. Gentleman any idea as to what the 
costs are likely to amount to! 

Mr. WALTER LONG: 


course not. 


No, Sir; of 


GREAT SAUGHALL PARISH COUNCIL, 
Mr. HOULT 
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(Cheshire, Wirral): I! 


beg to ask the President of the Local | 


Government Board whether his 
tion has been directed to the constitu. 
tion of the last parish council of Great 
Saughall, and to the circumstances under 
which the outgoing chairman was re- 
elected, whereby a majority was given 
to the party defeated at the election 
of parish councillors; and whether he 
will take steps to prevent this occurring 
again. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: I am aware 
of the circumstances of the case referred 
to in the question. The matter is not 
one in which the Local Government 
Board are empowered to take action: 
but they have expressed their opinion 
that as the outgoing chairman of the 
parish council was a candidate for re- 
election he could not properly act as 
chairman of the meeting of the council 
during the election, and I trust that in 
future this opinion will be acted upon. 


SCHOOL ATTENDANCE REGISTERS— 
INCLEMENT WEATHER. 

Mr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
the Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education whether he is now 
prepared to say how far it may be found 
practicable to carry into effect his sug- 
gestion of July last, made during the dis- 
cussion in the Standing Committee on 
Law of the Elementary Education Act, 
1900, under which schools would not be 
required to mark the registers for pur- 
poses of averaging attendance on occasions 
upon which the number of children _pre- 
sent might be much reduced by reason 
of the inclemency of the weather. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University): The Board of 
Education are now considering how far, 
in circumstances such as are described in 
the question, the managers may be re- 
lieved from the existing obligation to 
mark the registers and formally open the 
school. 

COUNTY COURT FEES. 

*Sirn CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether there 
has yet been a reduction of county court 
fees, in accordance with the promises on 
the subject last made by the late Secre- 
tary tothe Treasury and the late Attorney 
General. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): A Committee 
has inquired into this subject, and a 
revised Fee Order will come into opera- 
tion on the Ist April next. The result 
will be a considerable reduction of the 
fees in the class of case which the Com- 


| mittee considered to call for relief. 
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FOREIGN TELEGRAMS. 
*Sirn EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter): I, 
heg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
if he can inform the House of the average 
time of transmission of telegrams between 
London and New York, London and 
Paris, and London and Berlin. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The Postmaster General is not in a 
position to give the time of transmission 
of telegrams to New York, as the business 
is in the hands of the companies. As to the 
time between London and Paris and Lon- 
don and Berlin, he has had the telegrams 
of the 26th examined. The wires on that 
day were working well, and he finds that 
for the twenty-four hours the average 
time from the handing in of the messages 
at the counter to their receipt at the 
place of destination was thirty-two 
minutes in the case of Paris and thirty- 
five in the case of Berlin. In the busiest 
hours the time was longer, especially in 
the case of Berlin, where, however, he 
hopes to improve matters by the laying 
of an additional cable which is now being 
manufactured. 


TESTS AT MOUNT 
PLEASANT. 

Captain NORTON : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether, seeing 
that the auxiliary sorters at Mount 
Pleasant are now being called upon to 
sort at the rate of 1,000 in thirty minutes, 
with twenty-five mis-sorts allowed, and 
that the majority of these men are only 
occupied for about forty-five minutes per 
week upon sorting, he will consider the 
advisability of modifying the test; and can 
he say what is the present penalty in case 
of failure as regards the above-mentioned 
test. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Auxiliary sorters are not required to sort 
at the rate mentioned. That rate has for 
many years past been regarded as the test 
of efficiency for the established sorting 
staff, but it has not hitherto been exacted 
from the auxiliaries. No penalty for 
inefficiency in sorting on the part of 
these auxiliaries has been imposed. — It 
has been reported, however, that serious 
inconvenience involving delay to corre- 
spondence was being caused by the slow 
and incorrect sorting of some of them, , 


SORTING 
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additional teaching and practice to afford 
them an opportunity for improvement. 
If it should be found, however, that, not- 
withstanding these facilities, any auxiliary 
sorter is unable to attain to a reasonable 
proficiency, it_ may become necessary to 
dispense with his services. 


LLANDRILLO (MERIONETHSHIRE) 
POSTMASTER. 

Mr. OSMOND-WILLIAMS (Merio- 
nethshire) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether his attention has 
been called to the fact that the newly 
appointed postmaster at Llandrillo, 
Merionethshire, is an innkeeper holding 
an innkeeper’s licence ; and whether it 
is in accordance with the Post Office 
regulations for a postmaster to be an 
innkeeper. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The person recently appointed sub-post- 
master of Llandrillo, Merionethshire, is 
an innkeeper, but the appointment was 
made conditional on his giving up that 
business and providing unlicensed pre- 
mises for the post office. It is not the 
practice of the Department to appoint to 
such posts persons holding a licence when 
other eligible candidates, equally suitable, 
can be found. In this instance it was 
not considered that, apart from the 
licence, any of the other candidates was 
as suitable as the one appointed. 


IRISH LAND PURCHASE—WHITE 
ESTATE, BANTRY. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork Co., W.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state, approximately, when the sale 
of the White Estate, near Bantry, which 
was decided on some years ago, will take 
place. 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHAM, Dover): The 
solicitors having carriage of the proceed- 
ings state that the rental for sale of the 
holdings on this estate will probably be 
settled in the course of a month. A 
request under the 40th section of the Act 
of 1896 can then be issued. 


PLUMBRIDGE ASSAULT CASE—DIs- 
CHARGE OF THE PRISONERS 
MORRIS. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the case of two 


(Questions. 
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statements in the question are devoid of 
foundation. 


brothers named Morris, who were lately | 


sentenced to one month’s imprisonment, 
with hard labour, at the petty sessions of 
Plumbridge, North Tyrone, though they 
themselves had been assaulted and beaten 


by the complainants, on the occasion which | 


was the subject of the order; and 
whether he can state if a memorial on 
their behalf has been presented to the 
Lord Lieutenant; and, if so, when will 
his decision in the matter be made 
known. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The discharge of 
the two prisoners referred to in this ques- 
tion was ordered by the Lord Lieutenant 
on Wednesday last. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN CO, 
LONGFORD. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he can state how much of 
the £40,000 grant-in-aid for erection of 
labourers’ cottages in Ireland under the 
Land Act of 1896 has been passed to the 
credit of the Local Taxation Account for 
the Unions of Granard, Longford, and 
Ballymahon, in the county of Longford, 
and at what periods are these sums paid 
over. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The total pay- 
ments to the 3lst March, 1900, under 
Section 5 of the Land Act of 1891, as 
amended by the 39th section of the Act 
of 1896, has been as_ follows :—to 
Granard Union, £291 4s. 6d.; to Long- 
ford Union, £494 Os. &d.; and to Bally- 
mahon Union, £779 2s. 4d. The distri- 
bution of the grant in respect of each 
financial year takes place about the end 
of March. 

PRECAUTIONS AT 
RAILWAY STATIONS. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that every 
railway station in Ireland is in charge 
of a train constable, whose duty it is to 
take notes of arrivals and departures of 
persons by train, particularly those pro- 
minently engaged in Irish political life ; 
how long this system has been in opera- 
tion; and whether it is proposed to 
continue it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Gentle- 
man has, I think, been misinformed. The 


POLICE IRISH 


I beg to ask | 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I have not been 


misinformed. I know it from personal 
observation. 
ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY— 


RECRUITING. 

Mr, J, P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that, 
contrary to a promise made in this House 
in June, 1896, that recruiting for the 
Royal Irish Constabulary would be dis. 
continued, recruiting for that force js 
going on again; can he state the num- 
ber of men called up during 1900, and 
the number yet required to keep up the 
force ; and will he lay upon the Table of 
the House a Return showing the general 
distribution of these men throughout the 
country for the years 1899-1900. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am aware that 
recruits are being enlisted for the con- 
stabulary ; this is done to fill normal 
vacancies occurring in the force by retire- 
ments, deaths, ete. No promise was 
given in 1896 of the nature indicated in 
the first paragraph. The number of 
recruits admitted in 1900 was 620; the 
current rate of waste is about 46 men 
per month. In answer to the last para- 
graph, I would refer the hon. Member 
to the table at page 76 of the volume of 
Irish Criminal Statistics for 1899, which 
has been presented to Parliament and 
which shows the distribution of the force 
at the end of September, 1899. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Are we to 
understand it is the intention of the 


authorities in Ireland to keep up the 
numbers of the Royal Irish Constabulary ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There has been a 
considerable reduction in recent years. 
We propose to keep the force at its 
present level. 


IMPERIAL GRANTS -IN - AID OF 
IRISH LOCAL RATES. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, $.): 


|I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state 
the amount of the contribution from 
Imperial sources to Irish local authorities 
in aid of local rates for the years 1898 
and 1899. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I think my hon. 
friend will find the information he desires 
at pages 16 and 17 of Parliamentary 
Return No. 337, and page 12 of Return 
No. 336, both of last year. 


CASTLEBAR PETTY SESSIONS DIS- 
TRICT—POLICE PROSECUTIONS. 
Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL (Mayo, 8.) : I 

bea to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
5 i d 

Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state the 

number of prosecutions in the Castlebar 

Petty Sessions District for the alleged 

trespass of cattle on the public roads 

during the years 1897, 1898, and 1899, 

respectively. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
prosecutions for the offence mentioned 
was seventeen in 1897: fourteen in 1898 ; 
and twenty-nine in 1899, resulting in 
fifteen, twelve, and twenty-nine convic- 
tions respectively. 


Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state the 
number of prosecutions in the Pontoon, 
Ballyvary, and Turlough police sub-dis- 
tricts within the Castlebar Petty Sessions 
District for the years 1897, 1898, and 
1899 respectively, and the result of each 
prosecution ; and, whether he can also 
state the number of times that the police 
in these sub-districts made seizures of 
illicit whiskey, or the material for its 
manufacture, for which no person was 
made amenable, together with the date of 
each such seizure. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The information 
desired in the first paragraph is being 
prepared, and will be sent to the hon. 
Member when complete. I have for- 
warded to him a statement in answer to 
the second paragraph; it contains a 
number of dates which could not conve- 
niently be read in the form of a reply to 
a question, 


LICENSING LAWS, IRELAND—EQUAL 
VOTING ON MAGISTERIAL BENCHES. 

Mr. BOYLE (Donegal, W.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland if his 
attention has been drawn to the decision 
inthe King’s Bench Division in Ireland, 
inthe case of King (M‘Intyre) versus The 
County Court Judge and Justices of the 
County Donegal, in which it was decided 
that when the voting of the magistrates 
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on the bench at licensing sessions is 
equal no adjudication on the matter at 
issue has taken place ; and, whether this 
decision applies to cases heard at petty 
sessions courts in [reland when the Bench 
is equally divided. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 


derry, N.): ‘The King’s Bench decided 
in the case mentioned that where the 
justices are equally decided on the question 
of the truth, sufficiency and validity of 
an objection to the granting of a licence 
lodged under the third section of the 
Licensing Act of 1883, no adjudication 
can take place. Whether the same result 
would follow in any other case will 
depend upon the wording of the statute 
on which the preceedings are grounded. 


MR. T. D. GIBSON, R.M.—ALLEGATIONS 
OF PARTIALITY. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether representations have 
been received by the Irish Government 
from the Roman Catholic priests and 
people of Portadown requesting the re- 
moval of Mr. T. D. Gibson, R.M., from 
that district, as the Roman Catholics, 
owing to his decisions in party cases at 
Portadown petty sessions, had lost all 
confidence in his impartiality; and 
whether the Government will have him 
removed to some other district and ap- 
point another resident magistrate in that 
district. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Representations 
have been received by the Irish Govern- 
ment requesting the removal from Porta- 
down of Mr. Gibson, the resident magis- 
trate stationed there. These representa- 
tions have received my own personal 
attention, and I am satisfied that the 
imputations of partiality brought against 
Mr. Gibson are not borne out by the facts. 
Both he and the District Inspector of 
Constabulary, against whom, I may men- 
tion, complaints have also been freely 
made, have a difficult and trying duty to 
discharge at times in Portadown, the 
great bulk of the population of which is 
Protestant, and I have no reason to be- 
lieve that either of these officers has dis- 
charged his duty otherwise than in an 
impartial manner. It is not the intention 
of the Government to remove Mr. Gibson 

| from Portadown. 
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w.: 
from the police ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir; 1 have 
personally gone very carefully into the 
whole question. 


BANKRUPTCY (IRELAND) RETURN. 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, 8. Patrick’s): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state if the Return moved for and allowed 
onthe 16th day of last July respecting 
Bankrupicy, Ireland, has been prepared ; 
and, if not, when it may be expected. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Return in 
question was laid on the Table on the 6th 
December last. If the hen. Member has 
not obtained a printing order in the usual 
way he should now @o so. 


IRISH BUTTER—EXCESSIVE WATER. 

Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture is aware that prosecu- 
tious have been taken by local authorities 
in the north of England against alleged 
excessive water in Irish butter; and 
whether, in view of the fact that no 
standard has yet been legally established 
to define the percentage of water in 
butter, the Department will take steps to 
protect the interests of Irish agriculturists. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Department 
is aware that prosecutions under the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Acts have been 
instituted by the local authorities in the 
north of England for alleged excess of 
water in Irish butter. The question of 
the desirability of fixing a legal standard, 
or standards, as to the percentage of 
water in butter, is engaging attention, and 
the Department is in communication 
with the Board of Agriculture in Great 
Britain on the subject. 

Mr. O'MARA: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman answer the last part of my 
question ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I have done so. I 
have said the Department is in com- 
munication with the Board of Agriculture 
on the subject. 


Mr. O'MARA: Will steps be taken to | 


prevent prosecutions ? 


{COMMONS} 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, | 


Did you not get this information | 
| of doubt, and the Departments responsible 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The percentage of 
water admissible appears to be a matter 


for protecting the interests of agriculture 
are In consultation with a view to arriy- 
ing ata satisfactory conclusion. Nomore 
can be said at present. 
Mr. O'MARA: But—— 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question has been fully answered. 


PROPOSED POLICE BARRACK AT 
EDENDERRY. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if representations have been 
made to the Irish Government or the 
constabulary authorities by the Roman 
Catholic priests and people of Portadown, 
county Armagh, requesting them to esta- 
blish a police barrack at Edenderry, 
Portadown being an Orange quarter in 
the town where repeated attacks have 
been made upon Roman Catholics passing 
through that district ; and will he explain 
why the promise of the county inspector 
of police for the county of Armagh to 
have a barrack established in that district 
has up to the present not been carried 
out ; and if the Government will establish 
a barrack at Edenderry in the immediate 
future. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Representations 
have been made to Government in favour 
of the establishment of a police barrack 
at Edenderry, Portadown. There is no 
suitable house in the locality at present 
available for the purpose. The station 
will be formed as soon as practicable. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY: Is it not a fact 
that no difficulty is experienced when a 
site is wanted for a police hut in county 
Donegal ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 


COUNTY WICKLOW MAGISTRACY. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state how 
many Roman Catholics and how many 
Protestants there are in the county of 
Wicklow, how many Roman Catholic 
magistrates and how many Protestant 
magistrates in the county; also the 


‘number of Roman Catholic and Protes- 


tant magistrates appointed for the county 


Wicklow since August, 1895. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: According to the 
Census Returns of 1891 there were at 
that time 49,238 Roman Catholics and 
12,644 Protestants of various denomina- 
tions in the county Wicklow. The 
number of magistrates in the county is 
134, of whom 108 are Protestants, twenty- 
four are Roman Catholics, and there are 
two whose religions are not known. 
Twenty-three Protestant magistrates, four 
Roman Catholic, and two whose religions 
are unknown have been appointed since 
August, 1895. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Has the 
right hon. Gentlemen included in the list 
the justices who are ex-officio magistrates 
hy reason of their being chairmen of local 
councils ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 
notice of that. 


I must ask for 


SECURITIES FOR GOOD BEHAVIOUR— 
RICE y. HALPIN. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether his 
attention has been' called to the judgment 
in the King’s Bench Division on 26th 
instaut in the appeal case of District 
Inspector Rice, R.I.C., 7 Halpin, con- 
firming the decision but giving no costs. 
Is he aware that Judge Gibson charac- 
terised the power of magistrates in 
respect to cases in which they can impose 
upon defendants the obligation of giving 
security to be of good behaviour as un- 
just; and whether in view of the Lord 
Chief Justice’s opinion that the law should 
he altered so as to conform to the law of 
England as altered by the Summary 
Jurisdiction Act, 1879, the Irish Law 
Officers of the Crown will take the 
necessary legislative steps for such altera- 
tion. 


Mr. ATKINSON: IT have not as yet 
teen able to obtain an authentic copy of 
the judgment of the Court, but from the 
(aily press it would appear that the 
marks of both the learned judges 
vere applied to the inability of per- 
sons required to give securities to keep 
the peace and be of good behaviour in 
lreland to give evidence before the magis- 
ates on their own behalf as they are 
enabled to do in England under the 25th 
ection of the Summary Jurisdiction 
Act of 1879. I would undertake to in- 
‘toduce a short Bill forthwith to assimi- 
late the law in the two countries in this 





VOL. XC. [FouRTH SERIES. ] 


{1 Marcu 1901} 


Questions. 202 
respect if hon. Members from Ireland 
would give an assurance that they would 
treat it as an unopposed measure. 


BUTTEVANT NATIONAL SCHOOL 
TEACHER’S SALARY. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
can state on what grounds have the 
Commissioners of National Education 
in Ireland paid William O’Callaghan, of 
Churchtown National School, Buttevant, 
on the scale of £64 per annum, while his 
predecessor's salary was £127 per annum; 
and whether, if this provisional salary is 
increased at the final fixing of teachers’ 
salaries, the difference will be refunded 
this teacher. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. William 
O'Callaghan was assistant teacher in 
Churchtown Male National School up to 
the 3lst March, 1900. He was promoted 
to the rank of principal teacher on the 1st 
April, 1900, and in accordance with the 
rules sanctioned by the Treasury last 
year he was granted provisionally as his 
initial income as principal his former 





income as assistant—namely, £64. The 
amount of income of his predecessor was 
£129 per annum, and was based on his 
average income for the preceding three 
years. This income was personal to the 
predecessor of Mr. O'Callaghan. In all 
cases in which initial incomes are fixed, 
on final revision, at rates higher than 
those at which they were provisionally 
fixed, the difference will be paid from the 
Ist April, 1900. 


IRISH EDUCATION GRANT. 
Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the money 
known as the balance of residual grant, 
which teachers in Irish national schools 
get before Ist April each year, is meant 
for the financial year ended 31st March 

or for the year ended 31st December. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 


is the financial year. 


The year meant 


LIMERICK LUNATIC ASYLUM. 
Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lor. 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the sum 
of £1,596 6s. 7d. due for the maintenance 
of patients in the Limerick Lunatic 





H 
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Asylum from the Ist of January, 1899, to 


‘COMMONS} 


the 3lst March, 1899, and certified by | 


the Local Government Auditor as due in 
respect of capitation grant for pauper 
lunatics maintained in the asylum for the 
period stated, will ultimately have to be 
paid out of the rates if the Treasury do 


not pay it; and, if so, seeing that these | 


patients who are entitled to rate-in-aid 
will be entirely supported out of the local 
rates during the period stated, and that a 


similar state of things exists with regard | 


to other lunatic asylums in Ireland en- 
titled to this rate-in-aid, whether he will 
take steps for the payment of this capita- 
tion grant. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
the payment of the grant in aid of the 
maintenance of pauper lunatics for the 
period mentioned has formed the subject 
of correspondence between the Irish 
Government and the committee of man- 
agement of the Limerick Asylum. I am 
afraid I cannot add to the views of 
Government already expressed. 


Mr. LUNDON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman take any measures to have 
this money paid ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
misunderstands. The grant is always 
calculated on the figures of the preceding 
year. What has happened is this. The 
financial year, which ends in March, has 
been substituted for the calendar year, 
which ends in December, and the first 
qjuarter of 1900 takes the place of the first 
quarter of 1899. The figures of 1900 are 
more favourable, and the asylum has 
therefore gained by the change. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 5.): Is 
there not a great deal of dissatisfaction 
among the Asylum Boards generally on 
this matter, and have not financial 
experts—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is now entering ona debate. 


WEXFORD COUNTY COUNCIL APPEAL. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether he 
will lay upon the Table of the House a 
copy of the judgments delivered in the 
Court of Appeal, on Monday last, in the 
case of the Wexford County Council 
against the Local Government Board. 
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Mr. ATKINSON: Yes, this will be 
done. 


Mr. FLYNN: Will it be available for 


Questions. 


| distribution among the Irish Members ’ 





Mr. ATKINSON: After it has been 
laid on the Table of the House. 


CLONES RAILWAY STATION. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that a man was 
killed recently at Clones railway station, 
county Monaghan, owing to the state of 
the island platform there, and whether he 
can state what course he intends to take 
to get this island platform improved, and 
thereby avert further loss of life. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: IT have 
made inquiry as to this case, and am 
informed that the unfortunate man’s 
death did not occur owing to the state of 
the island platform. The Board are, 
however, in communication with the rail- 
Way company as to the platform and the 
level-crossing at this station. 


Mr. DALY: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that his predecessor promised 
to look into this matter, and that nothing 
has since been done ? 


*\In. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


IRISH LIGHTS BOARD, 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that several 
harbour boards, including Dublin and 
Belfast, have frequently and_ publicly 
expressed their disapproval of the con- 
stitution and the working of the Irish 
Lights Commission; and whether, in 
view of those facts, the Government will 
consider the advisability of re-forming and 
reconstituting the Irish Lights Board. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir: 
such representations have from time to 
time been made. As I have already 
informed the hon. Member, His Majesty's 
Government do not, as at present 
advised, contemplate the introduction of a 
Bill dealing with the constitution of the 
Irish Lights Board. 


Mr. FIELD: In view of the reply 
of the right hon. Gentleman, may I 
ask why legislation is delayed when 
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everyone interested is anxious that the | 


Board should be re-formed ? 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot 


do that in answer to a question, 


RAMELTON COASTGUARD STATION. 

Mr. M‘FADDEN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether his 
attention has been directed to the pro- 
posed abolition of the coastguard station 
at Ramelton, county Donegal; whether 
he is aware that the said station has been 
in existence for over 100 years; that in 
former times a trade in contraband goods 
carried on through the port at Ramelton 
necessitated the keeping of a staff of seven 
officers at the station; and that a con- 
siderable trade is still carried on between 
Ramelton and foreign and home ports ; 
and can he explain the reasons of the pro- 
posed abolition of the station. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: It is proposed to 
abolish this station in consequence of a 
report from the Board of Customs that 
its retention is no longer necessary from 
arevenue point of view, and the Admi- 
ralty do not consider it necessary to main- 
tain it for other purposes. 


POSTAL ARRANGEMENT AT EYERIES, 
CO. CORK. 

Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether a 
memorial from the priests and people of 
Everies, county (ork, has been forwarded 
to the Secretary, General Post Office, 
Dublin, showing the necessity that exists 
for a Sunday service to Eyeries ; whether 
a resolution from the District Council, 
Castletown Bere, also has been sent ; and 
whether, in view of the importance of 
Everies as a fishing station, he will see 
that this want is supplied. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A 
memorial was received from the residents 
of Kyeries last year asking for a Sunday 
postal service, and the District Council 
of Castletown Bere forwarded a resolu- 
tion supporting the request. From the 
inquiry which was made it was found 
that the cost of the service in the district 
already greatly exceeded the revenue from 
the correspondence, so that the expense of 
providing a Sunday post was not war- 
ranted. The Postmaster General regrets 
that in the circumstances he would not 
be justified in complying with the request 
of the inhabitants. 
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Mr. GILHOOLY : Is the hon. Gentle- 
man aware that this is a very important 
fishing station which is attended by a 
number of American buyers? The cost 
would only be small. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
understand that it is a very important 
fishing station, but the postal business 
connected with the fishery is very small 
and, if I remember rightly, does not pay 
half the present cost of the service. 


Mr. GILHOOLY : But what about the 
public convenience ? 


SCHULL LETTER CARRIER’S WAGES. 

Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether his at- 
tention has been called to the rate of 
wage given to the letter carrier in the 
town of Schull, county Cork, and whether 
he will have it increased. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The attention of the Postmaster General 
had not been called to the rate of wage 
given to the letter carrier at Schull, 
county Cork. According to the official 
records, the wages paid are in accordance 
with the usual scale for the duty per- 
formed, which occupies less than an hour 
and a half daily; but inquiry is being 
made into the matter. 


BALLINACOR POSTAL ARRANGE- 
MENTS. 

Mr. M‘FADDEN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, if he will 
explain why the rural messenger between 
Crossroads branch post oftice, Killy- 
gordon, county Donegal, and the town- 
land of Sallywood, only delivers to a few 
houses in the townland of Ballinacor the 
letters in the morning delivery, and then 
proceeds to serve the townlands of Porto- 
bello, WKileaddon, and Carrickshandrum ; 
and, after serving these townlands, returns 
and serves the remaining portion of the 
townland of Ballinacor about ten o’clock 
in the morning; is he aware that the 
said townland of Ballinacor is only a few 
yards from the branch office at Cross- 
roads, and is the first townland the 
messenger enters in the morning ; and, 
seeing that representations have been 
made to the Secretary of the Post Office 
at Dublin complaining of the present 
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arrangements for delivery of letters in the | 
townland of Ballinacor, and that school 
teachers have complained that they do not 
get delivery of their letters before ten 
o'clock, and are thus precluded from mak- 
ing returns by the next post to the Offices 
of National Education, and that the 
present postal arrangements in the dis- 
trict impose unnecessary labour on the 
messenger, whether directions could be 
given to him to proceed on his outward 
journey along the county road through 
the centre of the townland of Ballinacor. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
route followed by the pestman from the 
Crossroads post office to Sallywood has 
been the subject of careful consideration, 
and the present’arrangement, by which a 
large majority of the letters are delivered 
on thei outward journey, is undoubtedly 
the best for the general convenience of 
the public. The nostman is not over- 
worked, and the circumstances do not 
justify an alteration of the post. 


ENNISCORTHY POST OFFICE. 
Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, if he can state when the building 
of the new post office at Enniscorthy will 
be commenced. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Board of Public Works report that they 
hope to be able to begin the new post 
ottice building at Enniscorthy in May 
next. 


IRISH LAND PURCHASE BILL. 
Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he can 
state when the Irish Land Purchase Bill 
will be introduced. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
I can give no information to. the hon. 
Gentleman. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE—DURATION 
OF DEBATE ON THE ADDRESS. 

Mr. STUART-WORTLEY (Shettield, 
Hallam): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury upon how many occasions 
in the fourteen years 1887 to 1900 has 
the debate on the Address been finished 
to admit of the second Wednesday | 
in the session being open. for private 
Members’ Bills. 


| appear on the journals of the House, and 


‘Government Pensions for Widows and 


lost their lives in. war ;” as desired by: 








Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
I rise to order. I wish to know if this. is 
not a question dealing with facts which 


which are as accessible to the hon.. 
Member who asks the question as to the 
Leader of the House? I wish to. know, 
too, in regard to the insinuation it is 
meant to convey, whether-—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is now commenting on the 
motives of the hon. Gentleman who asks 
the question. As to his point of order, I 
may say that if this question had been 
brought to my notice I think I should 
have said that the Clerk was justified in 
refusing it, on the ground that it asks for 
information not in the special possession 
of Ministers, and which can be obtained ont 
of Hansard by the hon. Member himself. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : Are 
not questions of this kind constantly 
asked in order to draw in an easy way 
public attention to an: important subject / 


*Mr. SPEAKER : I quite admit that an 
effort is. frequently made to make a speech 
by means of a question, but that is 
irregular. 


Mr. STUART-WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam): Is it not true that resistance to 
this form of question—which is frequently 
used—generally comes from those whe 
anticipate that the answer will be incon- 
venient to them ? 


[No answer was returned, and the 
original question was-not replied to. ] 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
CHARITABLE AGENCIES FOR THE ReE- 
LIEF OF WIDOWS AND ORPHANS OF 
SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


That they concur with the Commons 
in their Resolution :—-“‘That it is ex- 
pedient that a Joint Committee of Lords 
and Commons be appointed to consider 
the various Charitable Agencies now in 
operation, and the funds available for 
relieving Widows and. Orphans of Soldiers 
and Sailors, with a view to ensuring that 
the funds subscribed by local and private 
benevolence are applied to the best advan- 
tage in supplementing a scheme of 


Orphans of Soldiers and Sailors who have 


this House. 
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209 New Bills. 
NEW BILLS. 
BOROUGH FUNDS ACT (1872) AMEND- 
MENT (LONDON.) | 
3ill to amend the Borough Funds Act, 
1872,ordered to be brought in by Captain | 
Jessel, Sir Charles Dilke, Sir George 
Fardell, Mr. Sydney Buxton, Mr. Boul- 
nois, Mr. Richards, and Mr. Whitmore. 


{1 Marc 


BOROUGH FUNDS ACT (1872) AMEND- 
MENT (LONDON) BILL. 

“To amend the Borough Funds Act, 
1872,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day, 24th April and to be printed. [Bill 
74. 

LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 

(SCOTLAND), 

Bill to give the ratepayers a direct 
veto on the Liquor Traffic in their respec- 
tive areas in Scotland, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Hunter Craig, Mr. 
Colville, Mr. Cameron Corbett, Mr. 
Black, Sir William Dunn, Mr. Eugene 
Wason, Mr. Wallace, Mr. John D. Hope, 


and Dr. Farquharson. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
“To give the ratepayers a direct veto 
on the Liquor Traffie in their respective 
areas in Scotland,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 19th June, and to be 
printed. [Bill 75.] 


VETO 


CHEAP TRAINS. 

sill to amend the Law relating to 
Cheap Trains for the working classes, 
ordered to be brought in by Captain 
Norton, Mr. Buxton, Sir Albert Rollit, 
Sir Frederick Dixon-Hartland, Mr. John 
Burns, Mr. Scott, Mr. John Wilson 
(Durham), and Dr. Macnamara. 


CHEAP TRAINS BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to Cheap 
Trains for working classes,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 76.] 


LIQUOR TRAFEIC LOCAL VETO. 
_Bill to enable localities by a direct, 
Veto to prevent the issue of licences for | 
the sale of intoxicating liquors, ordered | 
to be brought in by Mr. Caine, Mr. Henry | 
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‘Joseph Wilson, Mr. Burt, Mr. Whittaker, 
and Mr. Channing. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO BILL. 

“To enable localities by a direct Veto 
to prevent the issue of licences for the 
sale of intoxicating liquors,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 19th June, 
and to be printed. [Bill 77.] 


LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT 
(SCOTLAND). | 
Bill to amend the Law with respect to 
the Licensing Authorities in Police 
Burghs in Scotland, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Colville, Sir John Leng, Mr. 
Hunter Craig, Mr. Black, Mr. Caldwell, 
Mr. Parker Smith, and Mr. John D. 
Hope. 


LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

“To amend the Law with respect to 
the Licensing Authorities in Police 
3urghs in Scotland,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 78. } 


TRADE MARKS. 

Bill to consolidate and amend the Law 
relating to Trade Marks, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Fletcher, Mr. Alban 
Gibbs, Mr. Butcher, Mr. Kimber, Mr. 
Kearley, Mr. M‘Kenna, and Lord Henry 
Bentinck. 


TRADE MARKS BILL. 


“To consolidate and amend the Law 
relating to Trade Marks,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday, 14th March, and to 
be printed. [Bill 79.] 


HOSPITALS (EXEMPTION FROM 
RATES). 

Bill providing for the exemption of 
Hospitals from local Rates, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Lawson Walton, Dr. 
Farquharson, Mr. Warr, and Mr. T. P. 
O’Connor. 


HOSPITALS (EXEMPTION FROM 
RATES) BILL. 

“Providing for the exemption of 
Hospitals from Local Rates,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday next, and 
to be printed. | Bill 80.} 
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SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 


CIVIL SERVICE (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESsTI- 
MATES, 1900-1901. 


Crass I. 


I. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “ That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £35,200, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, in respect of sundry public build- 
ings in Great Britain, not provided for on 
other Votes.” 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) said he thought that the right 
hon. Gentleman who was speaking the 
preceding evening when the House 
adjourned had given a somewhat re- 
markable explanation in dealing with 
the question of the Census buildings. It 
would be recollected that he declared the 
buildings had been enlarged in conse- 
quence of the increased staff which had 
been necessitated by the alterations 
made in the form of the Census Returns. 
Now, he did not think that that ade- 
quately explained the additional Vote 
which was being asked for. The altera- 
tions made in the form of the census 
were comparatively small, and yet the 


Committee was asked for a supplemen- | 


tary sum of £2,100 in addition to the 
£4,000 voted last year. The Supple- 
mentary Estimate represented, in fact, 
over half of the original Estimate. The 
increase could not be accounted for by 
the removal of the very inconvenient 
buildings in Charles Street, Whitehall, 
which were used when the last census 
was taken. Undoubtedly those build- 
ings were not suited to the purposes to 
which they were applied, and he was 
very sorry indeed that the money now 
voted was not to be used for providing 
proper accommodation for the clerks. 
The buildings were made of galvanised 
iron lined with wood and other materials, 
and bearing in mind that much of the 
work had to be done at a period of the 
year when great heat prevailed, it was 
clear that those engaged upon it had to | 
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labour under conditions injurious to their 


‘health and detrimental to the efficiency 


of their work. Now, these old buildings 
were simply to be removed from one site 


| to another, and a further building of the 


same type was to be provided for the 
fiftv additional female clerks who were 
to be employed in the compilation of the 
census. In this matter he did not think 
they got good value for their money, and, 
in view of the enormous expenditure 
to which this country was committed 
for war purposes, he did feel that it 
was the duty of every Member to watch 
the Estimates very closely in order to 
see that at any rate the money was not 
wasted. Would it not have been better 
for the right hon. Gentleman, in framing 
the Estimate, to have considered whether 
the money could not have been spent 
more usefully, either in hiring a better 
building, or by making a beginning by 
way of providing permanent offices for 
census purposes? It seemed to him a 
very dangerous piece of economy to use 
buildings of that kind for the storage of 
documentary evidence in view of the 
danger of destruction by fire. A wooden 
house covered with galvanised iron was 
certainly not a suitable place in which 
to keep public documents collected at the 
cost of such enormous expenditure and 
trouble. It seemed to him that they 
were by no means getting value for their 
money, for the only return they were 
apparently to have for the additional: 
estimate of £2,100 was the removal ot. 
three or four iron buildings from one 
place to another and the provision of 
an additional one. He really could not 
understand how so much money could 
be spent on the work, and he was driven 
to the conclusion that this particular 
Estimate afforded one more illustration 


of the miscaleulhtions of which the 
framers of the various estimates had 
been guilty. He thought they were 


entitled to some explanation in regard 
to that, as well as in respect of the large 
Supplementary Vote asked for in con- 


nection with Hertford House and the 
Imperial Institute. The case of the 
Imperial Institute and the London 


University was an equally remarkable 
instance. In the last Estimates £8,770 
were voted for the adaptation of the 
buildings for use by the London Univer- 
sity, and now no less than £9,960 addi- 
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tional were asked for. - Surely £18,000 
was a large amount for adapting the 
buildings for the use of the university. 
Even if preparations were being made 
for a teaching university, the original 
estimate ought at any rate to have 
been much nearer the amount actually 
required. The London University would 
also come up under another Vote in 
regard to the preparation of a laboratory 
which was necessary for carrying on 
the examining purposes of the university. 
Then there was an additional Vote of 
£3,000 for the Patent Office. All these 
matters indicated a laxity of circula- 
tion which ought not to exist in public 
affairs. Any private firm which carried 
on its business under such conditions 
would soon be in a condition of bank- 
ruptcy. In these times when, consider- 
ing the burden the country was likely to 
have to bear in the near future, economy 
ought to be the great consideration in 
connection with public expenditure, he 
felt bound to call the attention of 
the Committee to these points. 





*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
remarked that, with regard to the 
Imperial Institute, many of the acts | 
which had had to be done were not dis- 
covered to be necessary until the Univer- 
sity moved into the buildings. One of 
the chief objects of the reorganisation 
had been to make the University a 
teaching body, and for that purpose 
many rooms, though perhaps not exactly 
class-rooms at present, were required 
for the examination of both the 
internal and external students and for 
the enlarged work contemplated on the 
part of the University. But however 
much the Vote had been, there were still 
one or two things urgently required to 
he done. The sanitary arrangements 
were not at all satisfactory, and in the 
case of the large hall for examinations the 
ventilation was so bad as to be a positive 
disadvantage to the students who were 
examined. Not only the University, but 
also the Civil Service candidates were 
affected by this, as they were examined 
in the same building, and for such occa 
sions the conditions ought to be made as 
suitable as possible, as the tenure of this 
hall by the University had been an ex- 
press condition of the removal to South 
Kensington, which had been very re- 
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luctantly consented to by himself and 
other members of the Senate. There 
was also a question of fees and pay- 
ments to examiners at present between 
the Senate and the Treasury, and if the 
latter took the fees to the end of the 
financial year, it ought to bear all ex- 
penses to the same date, in order that 
the University might start clear with 
the not too liberal grant which was 
suggested. The attempt to get back 
the large hall primarily for the 
Civil Service, as a condition of the pro- 
posed new grant, would be very strongly 
resisted by the Senate. The chemical 
laboratory was also badly ventilated, and 
this should be attended to without delay. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) pointed out, as a matter in which 
many Members were interested, that no 
provision was made in the census arrange- 
ments for a religious census. He did 
not agree with the complaint with 
regard to the money spent in arrange- 
ments for the housing of the Wallace 
collection. It was not easy to spend too 
much money on housing works of art. 
He congratulated the British public on 
having obtained this magnificent collec 
tion, but regretted that some of the 
pictures were not given to Ireland, 
seeing that very large estates, known as 
the Wallace Estates, used to be held in 
Ireland, from the rental of which estates, 
he imagined, a good deal of the money 
which purchased these pictures was pro- 
vided. With regard to the adaptation 
of the Imperial Institute for the London 
University, he quite agreed that these 
buildings should be made convenient 
and comfortable for the people who 
used them. The Vote, however, would 
not excite much sympathy on the Irish 
benches, seeing that it provided nearly 
£10,000 practically as an endowment 
of a university in England, where there 
were sO many universities, whereas a 
university for Irish Catholics was denied. 
If for no other reason he would challenge 
a division on this Vote as a_ protest 
against the continued neglect of Ireland 
in the matter of university education. 
As to the Supplementary Vote for the 
introduction and extension of electric 
lighting in public buildings in England, 
he hoped it would lead to a similar intro- 
duction in the public buildings of Ireland. 
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{COM 
Ir. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 


lets, Poplar) said that the question 
particularly raised was that there were a 
number of Supplementary Votes, the 
large majority of which ought not to 
appear as Supplementary Estimates at 
all, but should have been foreseen and 
meluded in the original Estimates. 
was the point the right hon. Gentleman 
the First Commissioner endeavoured to 
meet on the previous evening, but his 
explanations were not altogether satis- 
factory. Several items were disposed of 
on the ground that they were advan- 
tageous, but that was not the ground 
at all on which they were objected to. 
In reply to requests for information the 
right hon. Gentleman said that he could 
give information with regard to new 
items, but not with regard to old. 


215 
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THe FIRST COMMISSIONER. oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DovG.as. Kent, 
St. Augustine's) explained that the com- 
plaint was that no particulars were given 
on the paper in regard to anything 
except items appearing under subhead 
“A,” to which he replied that it had 
always been the practice, not only in 
Supplemental Estimates but also in the 
original Estimates, to give the new 
works under subhead “A” in full, 
while the others were in general terms. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON was sorry 
he misunderstood the right hon. Gentle- 
man. The rule was all very well when 
there were very few Supplementary 
Estimates or none at all, but there were 
now an unprecedented number, and it 
was only right and just that the informa- 
tion which had been given across the 
table should have been printed on the 
Estimates themselves. The reply on 
some of the points to which the previous 
evening he (the speaker) directed atten- 
tion was inadequate and unsatisfactory. 
The expenditure for extensions of the 
War Office, being due to the pressure of 
the war, was properly made the subject 
of a Supplementary Estimate, because in 
the ordinary way it could not be foreseen, 
especially by the present Government. 
The argument with regard to the Census 
buildings was that since the original ' 
estimate was voted it had been deter- 
mined to obtain further information in 
the census, involving a‘certain amount of | 


That | 
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additional expenditure. What were the 
alterations which would increase the cost 
by no less than one-third of the original 
sum? There was a great deal of force 
in the contention that with such large 
expenditure there should be something 
in the nature of a permanent building 
rather than a tin house, which was not 
only useless in the future, but dangerous 
to health. As to the £3,000 extra for 
the Patent Office extension, it was said 
that that was to provide library accom- 
modation. If there was one thing more 
than another which might have been 
anticipated, or in which there was no 
possible urgency for a few months, surely 
it was the provision of library accommo- 
dation for the Patent Office. This was 
another illustration of the absolute laxity 
prevailing in regard to the Estimates. and 
of the manner in which. very largely in 
consequence of their strength in the 
House. the Government were able and 
willing to allow things to be done, but in 
which, if their majority was smaller, they 
would never dare to present them to the 
House. There was another item for the 
erection of a new Die and Medal Depart- 
ment. Was that a matter of urgent 
necessity? The right hon. Gentleman 
did not argue that point, and therefore 
he did not see that he had any right to 
| put it in the form of a Supplementary 
Estimate. He said nothing in regard to 
the very large expenditure upon electric 
lighting. and that was a matter which 
ought to be provided in the original 
Estimate.andwhich might have stood over 
for the new Estimates. The right hon. 
Gentleman did not say anything in regard 
to the general proposition which was 
discussed last night as to why these Sup- 
plementary Estimates should be of such 
an enormous amount, covering a larger 
number of Votes—twenty-nine. with 
seventy-six sub-divisions—than any othe 
previous Supplementary Estimates. He 
thought they were entitled to have some 
information from the Government why 
it was that there had heen this laxity in 
regard to the Estimates, and if there 
had been a long discussion in regard to 
these different items the fault was en- 
tirely with the Government themselves. 
If this Supplementary Estimate had 
been introduced with proper information 
it would have been passed last night. They 
had to drag their information from the 
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right hon. Gentleman across the floor of 
the House, and that was the reason why 
this prolonged discussion had taken 
place, and he hoped it would continue 
until they got fuller information in regard 
to those matters. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: With re- 
gard to the general charge made by the 
hon. Member who has just sat down, 
regarding the want of information, that 
isa matter which does not devolve upon 
me. Lam not responsible for the pre- 
paration of the Supplementary Estimates 
asa whole, but I am responsible for those 
items which come more particularly 
under my management. 

As to the question raised by the hon. 
Member opposite in regard to the Census 
mildings. | gave an explanation last 
night which | am sorry he did not think 
entirely satisfactory. [ pointed out that 
this excess was caused because when in 
1899-90 this Estimate for the Census 
mildings was prepared, it was thought 
that the buildings which had been 
sufficient for the staff which conducted 
the last census would have been sufficient 
upon the present occasion. Since that 
amount was estimated the temporary 
huildings had been moved, and it was 
found that additional accommodation 
was required, especially for the female 
staff. In addition to that, in order to 
meet many of the objections which the 
hon. Member so justly pointed out with 
regard to the nature of the buildings. 
ind at the request of the Registrar 
(General, we spent money on the extra 
ventilation of these buildings. and fitting 
them with the electric light, which makes 
them much healthier to work in. We 
have, therefore, done something to meet 
the requirements of the people who 
work in those buildings. and in regard 
to the electric light it was not foreseen 
that an installation of this light would 
he required. 

With regard to providing permanent 
buildings for the census, that is a very 
much larger question, and it is one on 
which I do not think the hon. Member 
will find T am at all averse to placing 
myself in line with him. That, however, 
8a question which we need not discuss 
at any length to-day, for the hon. Mem- 
ber has found an answer to it himself on 
the present occasion, for he has stated 
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that we are spending too much money 
already. In the near future I should be 
glad to see some permanent buildings 
provided for the census. 

The hon. Gentleman asked me a 
question with regard to the adaptation 
of Hertford House for the Wallace collec- 
tion. This expenditure was incurred 
in order to hasten on the work, and | 
could not possibly have foreseen this in the 
the preparation of the Estimate. Neither 
my Department nor myself are responsible 
for the administration of Hertford House. 
for we have only to deal with the strue- 
tural alterations of the building. The 
extra work at Hertford House was asked 
for by the trustees who administer that 
building in so excellent a manner, 
but they are not under my jurisdiction. 
A request was made for this further work 
to be proceeded with at once in order that 
no delay might take place. and that the 
public should have the earliest oppor- 
tunity of visiting the collection. ‘The hon. 
Member for North Wexford complained 
that none of these pictures had been 
sent to Ireland, but perhaps he will 
remember that the bequest provides 
that the collection must be kept in 
London, and therefore it is not within 
the power of the Government to accede 
to the hon. Member’s request. 
remarks have been made in 
regard to the necessity of a Patent Office 
Library, and it is said that that charge 
might have been anticipated. I made 
an answer to that point last night. The 
additional sum spent to complete the 
buildings was incurred because we were 
specially desirous of hastening on this 
work in order to save, as far as possible. 
the £700 a year which is the rent being 
paid for a temporary home tor the 
library while these alterations were going 
on. By this expenditure of £3.000 we 
shall be able to make the library com- 
plete, and transfer the books from the 
temporary home. thus relieving the 
country of an expenditure of some £700 
a year for three years. Therefore | 
think it was well worth while incurring 
this expenditure to hurry the adapta- 
tion of the building, in order to avoid the 
necessity of taking on another lease for 
three years of this temporary home at a 
rental of £700 per annum. 

With regard to the alterations and 
arrangements at Cleveland House, | 


Some 
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think the hon. Member expressed him- 
self satisfied with the explanation J have 
already given. This expenditure was 
necessury in consequence of the increase 
of the War Oftice staff’ and this could 
not possibly have been foreseen in Decem- 
ber, when the Estimates were prepared. 
The same argument will also apply to the 
introduction and the extension of the 
electric light at Cleveland House. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin. St. Patrick’s) 
asked it the First Commissioner of Works 
would give them an explanation of the 
* Imperial Institute, London University.” 
item. He thought that required some ex- 
planation. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The reason 
for this excess on the Imperial Institute 
has really been given by my hon. friend 
helow me. [t is really impossible in the 
transter ot a great institution like the 
London University into fresh quarters to 
foresee what would be required by that 
institution. The chief items of expenditure 
have been for certain structural altera- 
tions with regard to a new” entrance 
and providing other rooms that had to 
be found in substitution for the rooms 
which were taken over by the London 
University. In addition there has been 
some unforeseen expenditure with regard 
to the library. and | think the Committee 
will agree with me that in moving a very 
large library like this it is almost impos- 
sible to forecast what the cost will be. | 
am bound to say that a large amount of 
this expenditure has taken place in regard 
to the sanitary arrangements of the new 
home ot the London University. I agree 
with him that not nearly enough sanitary 
requirements have been provided tor ; 
and the question of the health of those 
who use the building is a subject which 
will probably be discussed when we come 
to the Estimates on a future occasion. 
But in regard to the charge that there 
has been any want of foresight in the 
planning of the additions to these build- 
ings. | may say that they were not de- 
signed by the Government expert, but 
by the very distinguished and worthy 
architect of the original mperial Institute, 


Mr. Colleutt. It is not so easy for the, 


Department to make any accurate esti- 
mate when they do not carry out the 


work themselves. Some of the require- , 


Mr. Akers Douglas. 


ments of the London University were 
not known to us until late last year. | 
do not blame the University officials 
because until they were able to overhay| 
their books, maps, etc., they were not in 
a position to estimate exactly the expendi- 
ture of reinstating them. I think I have 
met, so far as I can, the inquiries that 
have been made in regard to this par- 
ticular Vote. 


*Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said 
that the right hon. Gentleman had not 
mentioned, although careful attention 
had been given to his remarks, anything 
in regard to the condition of the Census 
buildings. The right hon. Gentleman 
had stated that the House had demanded 
that certain alterations should be made 
in the form of the Census Returns, and 
that. therefore. additional clerks would 
be required. They must all rejoice that 
the right hon. Gentleman was going to 
make it a rule that the clerks would work 
under more sanitary conditions than at 
the last census. He wished that the 
First Conimissioner of Works would give 
the Committee some information as to 
the particular alterations he intended to 


make. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said that 
this was a Building Vote. and he did not 
think that the work done by the clerks 
of the Registrar General could be dis- 
cussed under it. 


*Mr. TENNANT said hon. Members 
were entitled to inquire whether addi- 
tional rooms were required for the lady 
clerks, or whether additional rooms and 
clerks were required at all. That was his 
first point ; but his next was that it seemed 
to him rather peculiar that under sub- 
head F there should be an increase ot 
£1,200 for the supply of water. Surely 
that was a matter that obviously ought 
to have been foreseen by any Govern- 
ment Department. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said that the 
additional expenditure was due to new 
boilers for the engines which forced the 
supply of water, and not for the supply of 
water in the ordinary course. 


*Mr. TENNANT: What about the 
clerks ? 
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Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS : 


out, but that does not come within my | 


Depart ment. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford,N.) said 
this Vote of £35,200 seemed a very large 
sum, and the different heads under which 
it was set out showed certainly a very 
extraordinary want of foresight on 
the part of the officials, whoever they 
who had made out the original 


were, 
Estimate. For New Works, Setedions, 
and Additions, the sum of £21,000 


was the extra amount required. Of 
course, it might be necessary for architects 
to make variations on their plans from 
time to time, but it was an extraordinary 
thing that such a very large sum had 
not been contemplated in the original Esti- 
mate. It was most unfortunate if the Go- 
vernment desired to get the Votes through 
that they did not give any particulars 
whatever to the Committee. He quite 
appreciated the kindly and civil manner 
in which the right hon. the First Com- 
missioner of Works had sought to meet 
every point raised, although he must 
sly the right hon. Gentleman seemed 
rather disposed to ignore questions 
irom the Irish benches, and to give 
a preference to complaints made above 
the gangway. Perhaps the right hon. 
Gentleman would be convinced in 
time that they on the Irish benches 
made their complaints bona fide, be- 
cause he must know that every portion 
df the country was drawn upon to supply 
the money which was now being asked 
for, and that, therefore, the Irish repre- 
sentatives were as greatly interested i 

money matters as those trom the other 
parts of the United Kingdom. It should 
not be forgotten that one-eleventh of 
the whole contributions to the Exchequer 
came trom Ireland, and they had to com- 
plain that no sufficient ground whatever 
had been shown for the huge increase in 
expenditure, particularly at a time when 
they were every day adding to the enor- 
nous debt of the British Empire. Of 
course, under this Vote he was not allowed 
to refer to the increase of debt due to 
the war in South Africa, which was being 
piled up at the rate of two millions a week, 


but he would point out that the cost of | 


home administration was also i increasing 
toan alarming extent, and it was time 
that full details should be given before 


{1 Marcu 1901} 
I wil! find | 


ray 


\y 


mentary) Estimates. 


they allowed the Votes to pass through 


Committee. There -was one particular 
|in the Vote with which Irishmen had 
very grave cause of complaint. They 


were handing over the Imperial Institute 
to the London University, and were 
spending £9,960 for the purpose of con- 


verting it to university uses. There 
was not a single Vote which ought 


to be more objectionable to Irishmen 
than that one. The vast majority of the 


people of Ireland were Catholics, and 
lad asked over an over again la 
had asked d gain that 


provision might be made for the estab- 
lishment of a Catholic University in 
Ireland. Not only had their appeals 
fallen on deaf ears, but they had been met 
with contempt and scorn. Here was a 
large public building in London which. 
he understood, had been erected, not by 
voluntary or public contribution, or by 
the taxpayers of Great Britain, but by 
the free gift of the people of India to 
commemorate the Queens Jubilee in 
1887. This large building was to be 
handed to the London University, and 
the taxpayers of Ireland were not only 
to be deprived of the Catholic Univer- 
sity in Ireland, but to be called upon 
at the same time to pay their due pro- 
portion of the fitting up of the building 
for London University purposes. That 
was another illustration of the manner 
in which Irish claims were dealt with, 
and if on no other ground, he would re- 
sist the Vote. He trusted his friends on 
the Irish benches would seek to drive 
this point home more forcibly, for it was 
really a scandal that a Catholic Univer- 
sity was not given to them in Ireland. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man is now discussing a subject that he 
himself has admitted is out of order. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL said there: 
were other items on this Vote on which 
he wished for some information. 
£2,000 was asked on account of altera- 
tions to adapt Winchester House for the 
Intelligence Branch. He wanted to 
know what the intelligence was about. 
Was it in connection with the war in 
South Africa, or for what other pur- 
pose? On the whole, he must say the 
Government had drawn very largely on 
the credulity of Irish Members in asking 
them to agree to a Vote of £35,200 
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without giving them any details. There 
was a sum of £3,125 for the adaptation 
of Hertford House for the Wallace Col- 
lection. Not a solitary picture frame 
from that collection was to come to 
Ireland. He wondered if hon. Members 
knew that a very large portion of the 
estate of the late Sir Richard Wallace 
was situated in the north of Ireland. 
There was no doubt that some of the 
art treasures accumulated by Sir Richard 
Wallace had been purchased by the 
money which he derived from his estates 
in Ireland. Of course they had no 
right to insist on the Government break- 
ing the terms of the bequest. He knew 
himself there were always plenty of 
legal difficulties to be raised about the 
simplest questions, but, at the same time. 
when they were asked to vote these 
large sums of money without any details, 
it was only fair that proper opportu- 
nities should be given them to call atten- 
tion to the differential treatment, if he 
might so term it, which was accorded 
to London and to Ireland. Some of the 
replies given by the right hon. Gentleman 
were, in his opinion, most unsatisfactory: 
and on three several items which he had 
endeavoured to explain he had to admit 
that the headings and details were mis- 
leading. He complained that although 
the sum asked for showed an increase of 
nearly fifty per cent. in one of the items. 
on the original Estimate, the details and 
particulars given were of a very meagre 
character, and the accounts as presented 
to the Committee were not satisfactory, at 
all events so far as he was concerned. 
One to which he took particular excep- 
tion was the item dealing with the 
alterations at Winchester House. in 
order to adapt it for the occupation of 
the Intelligence Branch. If it was in- 
tended to make this a sort of appanage 
ot the War Office Department, he thought 
the Committee would be wrong to pass 
it. for of all things, that the War Office 
had hopelessly broken down was most 
patent to the country. He moved to 
reduce the Vote by the sum of £2,000. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That a sum, not exceeding £33,200, 
be granted for the said Service.” —(Mr. 
Farrell.) 


Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Nor- 
folk, N.) asked for information with 
Mr. J. P. Farrell. 


regard to the nature of the alterations 
said to be required in Winchester House. 
According to his experience of the public 
service, it was a common trick of ney 
officials to find fault with their room, to 
say, for example, that it was too small. 
and to ask the Office of Works to knock 
two or three rooms into one. Then, after 
a time, another new official would come in 
and say the room was too large, and ask 
the Office of Works to put up the party 
walls again, and incur the whole expense 
of restoring the place to the same condi- 
tion as before. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would show a stiff front to all 
such demands. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 5.) supported 
the reduction, as in his opinion it was 
only proper when the Government 
brought forward a Supplementary Esti- 
mate of this kind they should give full 
particulars of how the money was to be 
expended. It had been said it was 
impossible to put down a complete Esti- 
mate in this case, because it was drawn 
up originally in 1899; but if that were 
so, it was all the more important that 
complete details should be given now, as 
only those who had the opportunity of 
hearing the explanations were in a pos- 
tion to form a judgment. He thought it 
would be greatly to the advantage ot 
Members of the Committee if full details 
were given of these Estimates. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal. N.) con- 
sidered the explanation given by the 
right hon. Gentleman the First Com- 
missioner of Works was one that could 
not be accepted by the Irish Members. 
Upon one item—** fuel, light, and house- 
hold articles *-—he would like to draw the 


' attention of the right hon. Gentleman to 


the merits of compressed peat. That 
was a matter worth considering at a time 
when coal-owners were putting up the 
prices, and did not allow the workmen te 
participate in rooking the public. The 
right hon. Gentleman might try the use 
of peat as an experiment, at all events, 
and he would find that he would not 
only save the public funds, but would be 
the means of developing a very large 
industry in Ireland. With regard to the 
amount required for the erection of a new 
die and medal department at the Royal 
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Austin, Sir John 
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to build a 


new 


Abraham, Win. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) 
\mbrose, Robert 

\shton, Thomas Gair 

Atherley Jones, L. 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

hoyle, Jamex 

Brand, Hon. Arthur 

Brigg, John 

— Sir — 
Bryee, Rt. Hon. James 
burke, k. Hav dand- 

faxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

(ameren, Robert 

(ampbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
(ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
(arew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
(auston, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
(oan, Denis J. 

(olville, John 

london. Thomas Joseph 

(raig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

(rombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

laly, James 

halziel, James Henry 

lavies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
lavies, M. Vanghan-(Cardigan 
lelany, William 

vewar, J. A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
(illon, he 

Iowan, PLC. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Jatty, William J. 

Jann, Sir William 

Llwards, Frank 

flibank, Master of 

Emnott, Alfred 

tvans, Samuel T. 

“eo te Dr. Robert 
Farell, James Patrick 
fenwick, Charles 


Adand-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. | 
\mew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Ailhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

§nson, Sir Willian Reynell 
{ehdale, Edward Mervyn 


Adrol, Sir William 


Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Rt. Hon. John 





' O’Brien, James F. 
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AYES. 
Fereuson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 


KF french, Peter 
Field, William 


| Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Flynn, James Christopher 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 


Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 
Gurdon, Sir W. 
Hammond, John 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon.SirWilliam | 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. SirChas.Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Jacoby, James Alired 

Jordon, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Labouchere, Henry 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leny, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (¢ ‘ornwall) | 
M‘Dermott, Patrick | 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mooney, John J. 

eke Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Murphy, - 

Nannetti, am | A 

Nolan, Joseph ( Louth, South) | 
Norman, aes 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William | 
X. (Cork) | 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid | 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | 


srampton 


NOES. 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 


| Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
| Balearres, Lord 


| Baldwin, Alfred 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 


| Balfour, Rt HnGerald W .( Leeds. 
| Banbury, Frederick George 


Barry,SirFrancisT.(W indsor) 


| Bartley, George C..'T. 
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\int, he would suggest, if it wasintended the War Office officials required, not 
department for the 
etiking of medals for those who had 
wken part in the war, that there should 
jso be a tannery attached to it, as most 
ithe officers at the war and the whole of 


but leathern medals. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—A 
(Division List No. 


144 


yes, 
27.) 


O'Connor, Jaimes(Wicklow, W.. 
O’Connor, T.. P. (L iverpool) 
0’ Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James( Roscommon, N. 
Oo — William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, Peg 

Perks. Robert’ W ‘tiie 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

tea, Russell 

teckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.(Waterford): 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Samuel, S. ML (Whitechapel) 
Shipman, Dr. “we G. 
Sinclair, Capt. J.(Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt HnCR(Northants) 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 
Wallace, Kobert 
Walton,JolhnLawson(Leeds,S.. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T.. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick(Meath, North) 
Whiteley ,George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth} 
Wodehouse, Hn Armine( Essex 
Young, — (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H(Bristoi 
Beckett,. Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill,. Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex 
Bowles,T. Gibson (King’sLynn. 
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Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

: ‘aine, William Sproston 
Cautley, <eil oe 
Cavendish, V. V.(Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn on Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cc oghill, Douglas Harry 
4 ‘ohen, oe Louis 
« ‘ollings, I tt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 
Corbett,A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar, TR(T rH’ mlets,S. Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Dixon-Hartland,SirF. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, SirWilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 

Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fellowes,Hon. AilwynEdward 

Fergusson, Rt. Ho.Sird(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

FitzGerald Sir Robert Penrose. 

Fitzroy ,Hon. Edward Algernon 

Flannery, Sir Fortesque 

Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 

Foster, Sir Michael( Lond. U ni. 

Aiarfit, William 

4iodson,SirAugustusFred’rick 

Gordou,Hn J. E.( Elgin Nairn 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 

Goschen, Hon. GeorzeJoachim 

‘Goulding, Edward Alfred 

4aray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. 
thought they had some 


Estimate, 


ever. 


there were exigencies which caused the 


Civil Service (Supple- 
Greene, SirE. W. (Bury St. Ed. | 


GODDARD (Ipswich) 
cause of 
plaint in regard to this Supplementary 
inasmuch as there was a very 
large proportion of it which still remained 
absolutely without any explanation what- 
No doubt there were times when 





{COMMONS} 


Guthrie, Walter Murray 


| Hain, Edward 


Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton,Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Margof(L nd’nd’rry 
| Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath,James(Statfords. ,N.W. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Rbt. Trotter 
Hope,J. F. (Shef ld, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard ,Cap. J(Kent,Faversh. 
Howard,J. (Midd. ,Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Knowles, Lees 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lee,Cap. A. H(Hants.,Farel’m 
Legve, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Stanley 

A. R. 


Leighton, } 

Loekwood, Lt.-Col. 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol ,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Maeartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘ Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M:Calmot, Col. J. (Antrim, E. 
M‘kKillop, James (Stirlingsh. ) 
Maleolm, lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J. H.(Dumfriessh. 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John Wim. 
Milton, Viscount 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin H. F. 
Morton, A. H. A. ey com: 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (B ute) 
Morray, Col. Wyndham(Batt ) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay | 


original Estimates to be exceeded, 
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Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
» 
Penn, John 
Perey, Earl 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis 
Pretyman, Ernest Ge orge 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guv 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rasche, Major Frederic Carne 
teed, Sir E. James (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
tidley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles 'T. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
topner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
Royds, ¢ a Molyneux 
tussell, T. W 
Rathoriord, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford. 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Saunderson,Rt. Hn.C 1. Edw.J. 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Shaw,.Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, HC(North’mb Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Ernest( W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon Arthur( Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M*Tageart 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Win. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
Webb, Colonel William Geo. 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
W ilson-Todd. Wim. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Arms ae 
Young,Commander( Berks, E. 
TELLERS FOR THE NOE me 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


and 


they must pass Supplementary Estimates 


said he 


com- 
of money, 


Estimate. 


to make up the required amount. The 
practice had been growing to make these 
Supplementary Estimates for large sums 
which could not be regarded 
as the result of a mistake in the original 
The reason for this seemed to 
be a little difficult to understand. It 
either meant that there was great in- 








rent 
The 
they 
ng] 
amo 
Esti 
ext 
rect, 
ledg 
shov 
such 
crow 
at a 
iron 
(ren 
to 
thro 
and 
mov 
{10 


M 
“a 
gran 
ods 





228 


sbury) 


orge 


ie Carne 
’arditf) 
k) 
uharson 
ie 

nder 


Grreen) 
rles T, 
e 
t 


eux 


opford- 
xander 
Edw.J, 
incoln) 
rd T. 
nfrew) 
d) 
neside 
narks, 
nwich) 


uskirk 


nerset 
tyvart 


ulley 
ster) 


urray 
ter) 
kney) 


Geo. 
Lord 


rks.) 
Bath 
ree 
rong 
s,E.) 
—Sir 
Mr. 


and 
ates 
The 
hese 
ums 
ded 
inal 
d to 

It 
in- 





999 = Civil Service (Supple- 


competency on the part ot those who 
prepared the Estimates in submitting a 
snaller amount than was really required, 
or else it must mean that the Govern- 
ment were afraid to put in the original 
Estimate the full amount required for the 
various Departments, and hoped to 
muggle through the extra amount in the 
supplementary Estimates, which were 
jot fully explained. That was very un- 
satisfactory indeed, and he thought it 
was the duty of the House of Commons 
io resist the attempts which were made 
+yremove these Estimates trom the fullest 
nvestigation. This item of £35,200 was 
no small amount. It was a_ large 
amount, and there was only £31,000 
attempted to explained. He ad- 
mitted that the right hon. Gentleman 
had given some explanation which 
might justify the increased expenditure, 
jut it did not seem that he was justified in 
putting it in a Supplementary Estimate. 
He thought chat might have been 
brought up in a proper way. Was it 
right that the Committee should be 
asked to pass a large sum of money like 
this without a single word of explanation 
before them ! In regard to the sum of 
£14,200 he had before asked an ex- 
planation, but the right hon. Gentleman 
jad not vouchsafed any. He noticed 
that in one case £5,500 was set down for 
rents, insurance, and tithe rent-charges. 
The Government must fully know what 
they had to pay, and the Committee 
ught to have an explanation why the 
amount was not included in the original 
Estimate. He had no doubt that the 
extra expenditures were absolutely cor- 
rect, but the Committee had no know- 
ledge of them, and it was possible, as he 
showed on the previous night, even in 
such a homely thing as furniture, to 
crowd in things which were not furniture 
at all, and which called forth comment 
irom the Comptroller and Auditor 
(reneral. It was part of their duty to try 
to prevent the forcing of Estimates 
through the House without getting a full 
ind proper explanation of them. He 
moved that the Vote be reduced by 
£100. 


be 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £35,100, be 
granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. 
Goddard.) 
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Mr. FIELD supported the proposal to 
reduce the Vote. He believed the sys- 
tem which had now been adopted with 
regard to the Supplementary Estimates 
was altogether wrong. The Government 
objected to supplementary questions, 
but they certainly had no objection to 
Supplementary Estimates. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
House had obtained an Order objecting 
to supplementary questions being asked 
on foreign affairs, but the hon. Member 
thought they should also have an Order 
in regard to Supplementary Estimates. 
In this Vote there was an increase of no 
less than one-tenth of the whole amount. 
The total was £350,000 and the Supple- 
mentary Estimate was £35,000. He 
held that, if any business man conducted 
his affairs in the same way that the 
financial affairs of this Empire were con- 
ducted. he would simply be bankrupt 
in a very short time. Hon. Members 
got the Supplementary Estimates the 
day before they came to be considered. 
That was not a businesslike way of 
dealing with these matters. He would 
support the reduction of the Vote as a 
protest against a system which. in his 
opinion, was being abused not only by 
this Government, but by every Govern- 
ment which had been in power since he 
came into the House. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said he had again and again called atten- 
tion to the practice of bringing enormous 
Supplementary Estimates before — the 
Committee, and more than three years 
ago he was assured by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer that they had seen the 
last of this mischievous system. He had 
drawn the attention of the Government 
not only to the inconvenience of the 
practice, but also to the absolute de- 
struction of our system of national 
accounts which it involved. Supple- 
mentary Estimates ought to be jealously 
avoided when it was in any way possible. 
They ought to be jealously kept for ocea- 
sions which could not possibly be foreseen 
when the original Estimates were made. 
When the practice of introducing Supple- 
mentary Estimates was seen to be grow- 
ing year after year, it was calculated to 
produce the impression that there was 

,a set purpose of interfering with the 
‘control of the House of Commons. He 
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did not know who might be responsible of any item with a Supplementary Vote 
for this method of false finance, but it could be justified. Taking the figures 
was a system of falsifying the accounts, of the last ten years, he found that the 
because when the Chancellor of the amount of Supplementary Votes on the 
Exchequer produced his Budget and Civil Service Estimates was decidedly 
told the House he required a certain upon the increase. It was not a party 
amount of money tor the expenditure of question, and he hoped the Government 
the year, it was an outrage that he should would take a firm stand in future against 
come afterwards and ask for five or six the system, as it was greatly in the 
millions more. He earnestly hoped the interests of financial government. that 
Government would give serious attention it should be done. 
to this matter, and in future years refrain 
from calling upon the Committee to THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
consider as Supplementary Estimates typ TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
matters which really and properly be- Lax, Worcestershire. E.) said that. with 
longed to the original Estimates. regard to the general question of Supple- 
mentary Estimates, there seemed to be 
Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said that an impression in various parts of the 
vear atter vear it had been the practice Committee that they were a convenience 
of the Government to endeavour to take to the Government. That certainly 
these Votes trom the review of the Com- was not the ease. 
mittee. First they came for Votes on 
Account, and then they brought in Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said the 
Supplementary Estimates. If the officials contention was that they were a con- 
of the House knew that they could get venience to the permanent officials. 
a Supp'ementary Vote on this and that 
item they became very careless in the Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN as- 
manner they framed their Estimates, sured the Committee that it was the 
and the Ministers in charge of the Votes, desire of the Government to limit Sup- 
knowing that if they sat tight until plementary Estimates as strictly as 
twelve o clock the discussion would close, possible. In recent years there had been, 
were not nearly so careful as they used as the hon. Member for Exeter had 
to be in regard to explanations. When pointed out, a tendency to increase the 
the rules providing for the closure of Supplementary Estimates, but it would 
Supply were first introduced, Mr. Court-. be his duty. and it was the desire of the 
ney said that one of the certain results Government. to limit them as strictly 
would be negligerce on the part of De- as they could in future. The cireum- 
partments in making up their accounts, stances under which the Estimates were 
and, to a certain extent, negligence on the framed were well known to right hon. 
part of Ministers in charge of defending Gentlemen opposite ; they were drawn 
the Votes, and he predicted a large in- up a long while beforehand, and it was 
crease of Votes on Account and also of impossible in all cases to foresee all the 
Supplementary Estimates. The same expenditure. With regard to the re- 
thing was predicted by the Irish Members, mark of the hon. Member for East Mayo, 
and events had justified the prediction. that the permanent officials preferred 
Supplementary Estimates to the ordinary 
*Sir EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter) de- Estimates of the vear, he thought there 
_sired to add his protest against the was no foundation for such a suggestion. 
system of finance which led to these Many of the Votes under discussion were 
very large Supplementary Estimates. Votes which could not possibly have 
In looking through the details of the been introduced at an earlier time. In 
Vote under discussion he could not see the cireumstances of the present year 
any item which should not have been there had been peculiar conditions, 
foreseen when the original Estimate which had upset calculations made with 
was prepared, or which could not have as great an approach to accuracy as was 
been postponed until the Estimates of | possible at the time the original Estimates 
the current vear; and those were the) were framed. The Committee doubtless 
only grounds upon which the inclusion | would recognise the exceptional cireum- 
Mr. Gibson Bowles, ‘ 
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stances of the year, and understand that 
the fact of there being so large a sum to 
be obtained by Supplementary Estimates 


was not an indication of any desire or | 


intention on the part of the Government 
to increase Supplementary Estimates 
unnecessarily. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
thought the Amendment was moved 
as a general protest against the growing 
system of Supplementary Estimates. 
The objection was not to those matters 
which could not have been foreseen ; 
there were no doubt such cases, but when 
the Supplementary Estimates kept in- 
creasing it was necessary to oppose 
every item that could not be shown to 


have been necessarily put in the form, 


rn 


of a Supplementary Estimate. That 
was the only way in which the matter 
could be dealt with in a practical manner. 
The Financial Secretary had said that 
special care would be exercised in the 
future. Promises for “the future” 
were always being given. “ The pre- 
sent ’ was now being dealt with, and 
if the Supplementary Estimates were 
reduced in the future it would be mainly 
due to the fact that they were opposed 
now. The real reason they had _ in- 


creased was that the Opposition had | 


been very remiss in its duty. During 
the last Parliament Supplementary Esti- 
mates went up by leaps and bounds, 
because, instead of there being any real 
discussion upon them, the Opposition 
sat cowed and did not dare to do any- 
thing. They were going to adopt quite 


a different system in the present Parlia- | 


ment ; they were going to fight theGovern- 


ment upon everything, because, although | 
ment might now very well be voted 


they were in a numerical minority 


at present, they represented the feelings | 
| Votes could be discussed. 


of the country upon many questions in 
regard to finance, and they intended | 
henceforth to do their duty. 
attempt at a case had been made for 
many of the present Supplementary 
Estimates, it was a very good opportu- 
nity to give the Government a hint of 
their intentions, which they were deter- 
mined to carry out without fear of being | 
accused of obstruction or anything of 
that sort. 


MR. 


Financial Secretary had admitted the 


VOL. XC. 


[FourTH SERIES. | 
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As no| 


DILLON was glad that the' 
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justice of the complaint against these 
Supplementary Estimates, and promised 
that the Government would amend its 
waysin the yearsto come. But that pro- 
mise had been given every year for the 
last seven or eight years, and instead of 


there being any sign of improvement 


things had got worse. The great in- 
crease in Supplementary Estimates, 
which was a sign of recklessness, care- 
lessness, and indifference in dealing 
with public accounts, was but a symptom 
of a disease which was playing havoc 
with the public economy that the House 
of Commons was supposed to enforce. 
The reason these constant increases were 
brought forward was that the opinion 
had been growing on the permanent 
officials that the day had gone by when 
the Committee would find fault with any 
Estimate that was submitted. The recent 
statement of the First Lord of the Trea 
sury, that it was the accepted practice of 
the House of Commons not to discuss any 
Estimate with a view to economy, was 
a direct invitation to every official to be 
indifferent in his accounts, and to have 
no fear of the House of Commons before 
his eyes, knowing perfectly well that if 
he made up a wrong Estimate he could 
put forward a Supplementary Estimate. 
The system betokened a fatal disease 
which was preying upon the whole of 


| the spending departments of the country, 


and which would sooner or later cause 
an outbreak on the part of that most 
patient of all beings, the taxpayer of the 
United Kingdom. It was for these 


‘reasons the Opposition had taken up 


the position they had on that and the 
previous day, and that course of action 
had been amply justified. The Amend- 


upon, in order that other important 
Mr. MARTIN (Worcestershire, Droit- 


wich) remarked that if Supplementary 
Estimates were to be done away with 


altogether the tendency would be for 


the original Estimates to be drawn up 
very loosely, and not at all so strictly 
as they should be. That was a danger 
which should be kept in view. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 


shire, W.R., Pudsey) felt it necessary to 
join in the protest against the large 


I 
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Supplementary Estimates the Committee 
were always called upon to meet at the 
end of the financial year, a large propor- 
tion of which might have been included 
in the original Estimates of the various 
Departments. The Minister in charge 
always said that it should not occur 
again, but year after year the same 
thing happened. It seemed to be en- 
tirely beyond the power of Ministers to 
treat these matters in a_ businesslike 
way. No private business could conduct 
its financial affairs in such a fashion. 
The continual growth of the expenditure 
of the country was a matter of the 
gravest concern. Year by year the 
Committee with a light heart voted 
largely increasing expenditure, the taxa- 
tion of the country grew heavier, and 
millions were added to the burdens of 
the nation. These matters could not be 
attacked in the gross ; they must be con- 
sidered in detail with a determination to 
lop off everything that was unnecessary. 
Ministers themselves ought to be grateful 
for the protest which had been made, 
because it would strengthen their hands 
in battling against the leading officials of 
their Departments, and in keeping down 
the Estimates. The House of Commons 
was gradually losing its grip over the 
expenditure of the country, and how the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer looked 
forward to his annual statement he did 
not know. He did not believe the Trea- 
sury would take the Committee to be 
serious in its protests until some Vote had 
been refused, and he ventured to hope 
the division would be successful in bring- 
ing the matter home to them. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 
(Sussex, Horsham) said there was no 
doubt the system of Supplementary Esti- 
mates was a very inconvenient one, and 
it was almost impossible for the House of 
Commons to keep a proper check on the 
expenditure of the country so long as the 
Committee were subject, after the Esti- 
mates had been more or less discussed, 
to demands for further large sums in the 
shap? of Supplementary Estimates. At 
the same time, they could not do without 
Supplementary Estimates for unforeseen 
expenses. But a Public Accounts Com- 
mittee sat during the session, and he 
would like to suggest that no Supple- 
mentary Estimate should be presented 


Mr. George Whiteley. 
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to the House until it had been before 
that Committee. If that Committee 
investigated the figures, and _ satis- 
fied themselves that the amounts asked 
for were such as should properly be 
embodied in Supplementary Estimates, 
the House might proceed to vote on such 
matters with much more confidence 
than at present. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) thought it would be very 
unfortunate if this important matter 
was regarded from a party point of view. 
The suggestion of the hon. Member for 
the Horsham Division would not bear 
much examination from the constitu- 
tional standpoint. The Government 
must be held responsible for the proposals 
it placed before the House of Commons, 
and he should not be at all in favour of 
delegating that responsibility to any 
Committee. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE ex- 
plained that he did not for a moment 
suggest that the House should accept the 
Estimates as sent down from the Public 
Accounts Committee, but simply that it 


would save a great deal of time if it was 


known that they had been thoroughly 
examined upstairs. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS said that would 
not at all do away with the constitutional 
objection. The Government must be 
held responsible from beginning to end 
for the demands they put before the 
House, and the burdens they placed 
upon the taxpayers. The hon. Member 
would see upon consideration that his 
suggestion would be fatal to all fixing of 
responsibility. These Supplementary 
Estimates were against all financial 
security, but the practice of presenting 
them was undoubtcdly growing. He 
welcomed the assurance of the Financial 
Secretary, but the hon. Member had not 
a long period of official experience behind 
him, and his assurance must therefore 
be taken for what it was worth. The 
spirit shown on that and the previous 
evening with regard to the Estimates 
had been too long absent from the 
debates, and he welcomed its return. 
Finance would dominate this session and 
this Parliament. For long, as was well 
known to anyone of Parliamentary 
experience, Ministers of the highest con- 
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stitutional and financial reputations had 
against the 
methods involved in large Supplementary 


uttered their protest 


Estimates. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley -Jones, L. 

Bayley, pee us (Derbyshire) 
Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir age Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

(Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
(° 
{ 





awley, Frederick 

‘hanning, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 
Crombie, John William 
C a J. 
Daly, James 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, Samuel T. 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 





Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noei 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir W illiam: Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

As :hmead- Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 


| Bain, “Colonel James Robert 


| Balfour, RtHnGerald W(Leeds 
| Banbury, Frederick George 
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Noes, 


AYES. 


Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 

F french, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo. ) 
Furness, = Christopher 
Gilhooly, J ames 

Grant, Corrie 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir A. D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Hope, er D. (Fife, West) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Labouchere, Henry 

Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William(Cornwall) 
M‘ Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘ ag een 
M‘Killop, (Sligo, North) 
M‘ neta ( ‘haties Ben} jamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Murphy, J 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N). ) 
Nolan,Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
0’ Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W) | 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpocl) | 





NOES. 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, ’Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Maneh’r 


Barry, SirFrancis T. (W indsor) 
Bartley, George C. 
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Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H(Bristol) 
Beckett, Ernest William 


12 
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| Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 149 ; 
211. (Division List N 


0. 28.) 


O'Doherty, William 
O*Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kerry,Jas.(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Perks, Robert William 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

feckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
tobson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair,Capt. John(Forfarsh. ) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soares, Ernest J, 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR(Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas,A bel( Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas, F.Freeman-( Hastings 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, JolnLaw son(Leeds,S 
Warner, Thomas Cour tenayT. 
Wason, Eugene(C ‘lackmannan 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson,Chas. Henry(Hull, W. ) 
W oodhouse,SirJ T (Huddersf’ d 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Goddard and_ Sir 
Brampton Gurdon. 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscaw en, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shr opsh. 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
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Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Ev elyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
( ‘hamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chamberlayne,T.(S’thampton 
Charrington, Spencer 

Cc hurehill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon, Thos. H. A.E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin E. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cust, Henry C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar, T.R.(‘T’rH’mlets,S 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Dilke, Rt kage | Sir Charles 
Dimsdale, Sir J. a 
Dixon- Hartland, S sir F. Dixon | 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Everton. Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
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exceeding £13,000, be granted to His 
to defray the Charge which 


{COMMONS} 


Hain, Edward 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 


Spe soa: aecmgte ayn “earvade 
Hamilton, Marg of(L’nd’nderry | 
| Pym, C. 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, F. L. (Tynemouth) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, . 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hope,J. F(Sheftield, Brightside 


Howard,( teh .(Kent,Faversh | 


Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
‘atin JamesHenryCecil 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Knowles, Lees 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, tt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lee,C Capt. AH(Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col. = Heneage 
Leish- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 

Loc -kwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, RtHnWalter(Bristol,S. ) 


| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
W.G. E. 
John C wnming 


M‘Arthur, ¢ ‘harles (Liverpool 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.( Antrim, E.) 
M‘killop, a 
Majendie, James A. H 
Malcolm, Ian 


| Manners, Lord Cecil 


Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Milner, itt. Hn. SirFrederickG. 


Milton, Viscount 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin HenryF 
Morton, ArthurH. A .(Depttord 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 


| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 


Nicholson, William Graham 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 


| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


| Penn, John 


Percy, Earl 


pro- 





Estimates 





Jas. (Statfords., N.W. )| 





mentary) Estimates. 2405 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Guy 

Quilrer, Sir Cuthbert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 


| Renshaw, Charles Bine 


tentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, Hn. M. W(Stalybridge) 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt HnChas. Thompson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
found, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 
Seely, ‘harles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, W illiam Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Sinclair, Louis ( tomford) 
Smith, H.C .(North’mb., Tynes. 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Ernest(W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. a (Ormsk. ) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (L anes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
a Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Ereshy, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
W ilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





\lieu of Rates, etc., 
ment property.” 


in respect of Govern- 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said this was one of the opportunities the 
Government would have of defending the 
principle on which the Supplementary 
had 
wished to know why they had lumped 


been made out. He 
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the amount for England and Ireland’ 


together, instead of dividing them into 
different heads, and why there had been 
no explanation given as to how much was 
for England and how much for Ireland. 
Could it be said for a moment that the 
money required for the rates on these 
properties could not have been foreseen ! 
These properties did not come into 
existence yesterday or since the Estimates 
were made out. These buildings in 
London were in existence and occupation, 
and they could easily have taken into 
account in the original Estimate the 
amount that would be required to be 
paid. He noticed that they had inserted 
a foot-note which stated— 

“This additional sum is required to meet an 
increase in the poundage of rates in London 
and in many country districts ; also in Ire- 
land.” 

That argument might apply in the case 
of an individual, but in London the rates 
were under their own control and thev 
were not like those levied by local 
authorities. The Government had their 
own valuers, and there could be no 
difficulty whatever in estimating the 
amount of those rates beforehand. He 
wished to know how it was that these 
rates had been increased!) Why was 
it that they had increased rates in re- 
spect to England and Ireland and yet 
they had no increase whatever as far 
as Scotland was concerned? In the 
case of England in the year 1896 the 
amount required for rates and con- 
tributions in lieu of rates in respect 
of Government property was £250,800, 
for Scotland the amount was £20,500, 
and for Ireland £41,000. Five years 
later, when they came to last year’s 
Estimates, they found that the rates 
in England amounted to £385,600, 
and this was a Supplementary Estimate 
in addition which would bring the 
sum total up to nearly £400,000 instead 
of the £250,800 at which it stood five 
years ago. That was an enormous 
increase. How did the matter stand 
with regard to Ireland? In the year 
1896, in Ireland the amount for rates 
and contributions in lieu of rates in 
respect of Government property was 
£41,000, and last year there was a 
slight increase, the amount 
£42,000 instead of £41,000, but that 
was owing to the operation of the 


being | 
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Local Government Act. Practically 
speaking, so far as Ireland was con- 
cerned, for the last five years there 
had not been the slightest increase. 
As far as Scotland was concerned, if 
they would look at the Appropriation 
Accounts they would find that Scotland 
only got £17,000, and under these 
accounts if there was a saving in one 
country it went to the other country, 
and England had been getting the 
benefit of what Scotland had saved. 
They ought to have a uniform principle 


of valuation for England, Scotland, 
and Ireland. 
*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 


ber is now going into the general question 
and he must be aware that that is not 
in order. He must confine himself 
to the subject-matter of the Estimate 
before the Committee. 


Mr. CALDWELL said he was com- 
plaining, as he was quite entitled to 
complain, that the Government were 
coming to the House with Supplementary 
Estimates for England, whilst they 
had not found it necessary to make 
Supplementary Estimates for the other 
country. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: That is not the 
point with which the hon. Member 
was dealing when I ruled him out of 
order. He was then going in to the 
general question. 


Mr. CALDWELL said that as regarded 
these rates they ought to have an 
account of the amount of valuation 
and the taxes of the Government pro- 
perty throughout England, giving the 
details. ‘That would facilitate them very 
considerably in getting at the propor- 
tion. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : As I have already 
pointed out to the hon. Member, this 
is a point with which he cannot deal. 
He is now discussing the general principle, 
and that cannot be discussed upon a 
Supplementary Estimate. The hon 
Member must confine himself to this 
Estimate. 


Mr. CALDWELL contended that they 
were entitled to know how much of this 
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increased expenditure was due to in- 
creased poundage of rates, and the con- 
ditions under which this increase had 
been rendered necessary, and he would 
leave the matter in that form. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
This is one of those items which is 
not open to the criticism of which we 
have heard a good deal in the earlier 
part of the debate to-day and yesterday, 
to the effect that this increase could 
have been foreseen and ought to have 
been foreseen. The whole of this Sup- 
plementary Estimate is required to 
meet the increased poundage in the 
rates. The sum which the Government 
take is sufficient to pay the rates and 
the contributions in lieu of rates on 
all Government property, and it is also 
sufficient provision for the new Govern- 
ment property which we came into 
possession of in the course of the year. 
This provision is wholly and exclusively 
taken to cover the increased poundage 
of rates over which we have no control, 
and which rests entirely with the local 
authority. I think the hon. Member 
for Mid Lanark must know that we 
have no control in that sense over the 
exact amount of the rates. 
now agreed that the valuation of 
Government property made by the 
Government valuer has given universal 
satisfaction. That valuation has been 
accepted in Scotland and placed on 
the valuation rolls. They have been 
accepted equally in Ireland as fair 
and reasonable, and they have met with 
the same approval of the local authorities. 
Once those valuations are fixed we pay 
as a contribution the amount which 
would be levied if the property was 
not Crown property. The whole of this 
amount is due to the increase of the 
poundage of the rates over which the 
Government have no control, and in 
order to carry out the bargain made 
at the request of hon. Members of 
this House with the local authorities, 
we are obliged to ask the Committee to 
make provision for this increased sum. 
The hon. Member for Mid Lanark 
inquires why this sum was necessary 
for England and Ireland and not for 
Scotland? That must be due to the 
fact that the local authorities in Scotland 


Mr. Caldwell. 


{COMMONS} 
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[are very reluctant to raise the poundage 
of the rates. 





| Sik THOMAS ESMONDE said the 
Secretary to the Treasury was mistaken 
\in saying that they were satisfied with 
‘the present valuation of Government 
| property in Ireland, for the general 
complaint was that it was not valued 
| sufficiently high. He was sorry that, 
according to the Chairman’s ruling, it 
was not proper for them to discuss the 
principle on which the assessments of 
Government properties were made. He 
‘thought that ona matter of this great im- 
‘portance they ought to have some repre- 
sentative of the Lrish Administration to 
give them the details of this extra sum ot 
£3,000 which was required from Ire- 
land. They were asked to vote this 
£3,000 as a Supplementary Estimate 
in connection with the rating of Govern- 
ment property in Ireland, and no in- 
formation was given to them as to 
the way in which this £3,000 was to be 
expended. He presumed that the Sec- 
retary to the Treasury was not In a 
position to give the Committee this 
information, but he hoped that before 
this debate came to an end he would be 
able to give the Committee the details. 


I think it is | 


*Sm ALBERT ROLLIT said that, 
in regard to the rates and contributions 
in lieu of rates in respect of Government 
property, he wished to say that the 
Returns he had moved for and obtained 
were sent to all the boroughs in Eng- 
land, and he believed in Ireland as well, 
and no complaint had been made at all 
in regard to the assessments agreed 
upon. In his opinion a very great 
wrong had_ been by this 
arrangement, though the principle of the 
Government being its own valuer was. 
of course, still open to objection. 


redressed 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) said that 
the statement of the right hon. Gentle- 
man was very loose in regard to a 
matter of this kind. He believed. how- 
ever, the discussion that night would 
be of very great benefit to the hon. 
Gentleman, because, although he was 
new to his office, he must understand, if 
he wanted to get his Votes through Com- 
mittee, he must have all the details at his 
fingers’ ends. He would feel it his duty 
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to move a reduction of the Vote unless a 
better explanation was given. 


Mr. CALDWELL thought that the 
explanation given by the Secretary to the 
Treasury would not hold water for a 
moment. Here was an _ increase of 
£2,000 in the rates and contributions in 
lieu of rates for Admiralty property, and 
of £7,000 for property of the War Depart- 
ment. But look at the enormous build- 
ings of the Government—dockyards, 
post offices, ete—throughout the whole of 
England and Ireland, and how could 
it be that this sum of £13,000 was 
simply owing to increased poundage ? It 
was nothing of the kind. If the hon. 
Gentleman thought that there was not 
to be am increased poundage in Scotland 
he was mistaken... The right hon. Gentle- 
man had said that the Scotch people were 
satisfied, but he could assure him that 
the people in that country had been com- 
plaining very much. He quite recognised 
that on a Supplementary Vote they 
could not go into the principle of a uni- 
form system of contribution ; but at the 
same time he was entitled to call attention 
to the fact that if Seotland could do 
without an increased contribution to the 
rates, so should England. 


Mr. DILLON said that the hon. 
Gentleman had declared that they in 
Ireland were satisfied with the Govern- 
ment contribution to the rates. He was 
astonished at that in view of what had 
appeared in the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission on Loeal Taxation which had 
just been published. In that Report 
there was a most important memorandum 
prepared for the Commission by Mr. 
Charles Dawson, Collector General of 
Rates in Dublin, who said— 

“Government property should be openly 
valued, and pay rates, not as bounty, but_as 
duty. If it be right, as the giving of a 
‘bounty’ allows, to pay at all, it should be 
done as a matter of right. The valuation of 
this kind of property in Dublin is quite inade- 
quate. The Castle of Dublin, with the town 
palace of the Viceroy, and all its Government 
oflices, residences, private chapels, courtyards 
and squares, is only valued at £3,550. All the 
Government buildings in Dublin, including 
Castle, Law Courts, Custom House, Post Office, 
Barracks, are only valued at £36,764. — In 
London the Law Courts alone are valued at 
£56,700.” 
compared the Castle, 


Anyone who 
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Viceroy’s palace, barracks, law courts, 
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custom house, post office, and other 
public buildings in Dublin with those in 
London would acknowledge that if the 
same — of valuation were applied 
in Dublin as in London, the valuation of 
the former would be at least £120,000 
instead of £36,700. He supposed an 
opportunity would arise of discussing ere 
long the Report of the Commission which 
had been hatching its eggs for the last six 
or seven years. 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER said he quite 
understood the difficulty of making up 
the amount of poundage eighteen months 
beforehand, but he could hardly under- 
stand why an additional £10,000 was 
required for England, and only £3,000 for 
Ireland, and nothing for Scotland. Some 
further explanation was surely required. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that in making the original Estimates 
for the year allowance was made for any 
increase in the buildings, for the oceupa- 
tion of additional property, and also for 
increased valuation that was thought 
likely to arise on existing property. 
But a sufficient sum had not been 
allowed for a rise in the poundage rates, 
which of course affected the contributions 
the Government made. Hon Members 
would see that the increases were not 
likely to be the same, but would differ with 
each rating authority. He understood 
that. on the whole, the valuations had 
given satisfaction. He believed the 
Dublin valuation was an old one, but a 
proposal had been made for a new one. 


*Mr. O'DOHERTY said that the 
Government property in Ireland, and he 
took it that it was the same in England, 
was valued not as the property of private 
individnals at its net annual value, but 
at half the net annual rent. They 
had, in the city of Londonderry, pro- 


‘tested against that system over and over 


again. He wished for some explanation 
of why the allowance for rates on 
Government property had been in- 
creased in Ireland since local govern- 
ment had been instituted there. Such 


was not his experience, and he felt that 
this Vote was a libel upon the County 
Borough Councils and County Councils 
in Ireland. Why had this slur been placed 
on the local bodies in Ireland by the 
Government ? 
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Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) said he 


wanted some further explanation in 
regard to the increase of £7,000 as a con- 
tribution in lieu of rates on War Depart- 
ment property in England. Then an 
increase of £3,000 was asked for Ireland ; 
but there had been no general increase of 
rates in Ireland to justify their asking 
for such a large sum. On the contrary, 
since the new rating bodies had been 
elected by the people there had been all 
round a reduction of rates. He thought 
Dublin had been treated in a very untair 
manner in regard to the rating of Govern- 
ment buildings. In London a grant of 
£10,000 was given to the fire brigade in 
lieu of a contribution to the rates, but no 
grant was given to the fire brigade in 
Dublin. 


Mr. CALDWELL said that the hon. 
Gentleman had declared that the increase 
was due to the increase of poundage, but 
it was obvious that that was not the case, 
because, had it been due to increase of 
poundage, it would have applied equally 
all over the country. It was absurd to 
come forward in Committee and make a 
general assertion without giving them 
any particulars whatsoever. 


Mr. FIELD said he understood the 
hon. Gentleman to say that the people in 
Ireland were satisfied with the valuation 
of the public buildings there. He was 
not satisfied [laughter]; and all the 
people he had consulted declared that 
all the Government buildings in Ireland 
were entirely underrated. The valuation 
in England was made by the local 
authorities, whereas in Ireland it was 
fixed by Government officials. 


*THe CHAIRMAN said that that was 
a Question of principle, which did not 
arise on the Supplementary Estimates. 


Mr. FIELD said that hon. Gentlemen 
who laughed at a subject like taxation 
would be a good deal more serious if the 
money came out of their own pockets. 
This was a serious matter, and, as a pro- 
test against the absence of details in 
respect to the amount of the grant allo- 
cated to Ireland, he moved the reduction 
of the Vote by £100. 

*THe CHAIRMAN: Does 


the hon. 


Gentleman move in respect to the £3,000 | 
for Ireland ? 





Exchequer was prepared to withdraw the 
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Mr. FIELD: Yes, Sir. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
' That a sum, not exceeding £12,900. 
be granted for the said Service.”— 


(Vr. Field.) 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: If 


the hon. Gentleman wants to reduce the 
amount available for distribution in 
Ireland in lieu of rates, the Government, 
[ am sure, have no objection, and | 
accept the Amendment. 


Mr. FIELD said the hon. Gentleman 
had put the matter in the wrong way. 
It would be perfectly obvious to anyone 
with a knowledge of figures that it was 
to the total Vote his Amendment applied. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man will remember that I asked him 
did he intend his Amendment to apply 
to the amount for Ireland, and he said, 


* Yes. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacu, 
(Bristol, W.): 1 would point out to hon. 
Members that this Vote is not proposed 
for the advantage of the Treasury. The 
Treasury would be glad if none of this 
money went to the ratepayers either in 
England or Ireland; and it comes to 
this, that if hon. Members do not desire 
the Vote we will withdraw it. 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER thought the 
Committee were unanimous in theirdesire 
to pass the Vote. At the same time it was 
hoped that some further information 
would be given upon the subject. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to withdraw my 
Amendment. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


3. £7,000 (Supplementary), Railways, 
Ireland. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said _ that 
this Vote, upon the face of it, was a 
brilliant example of the Supplementary 
Ystimate, and if the Chancellor of the 
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whole of this Vote, as he had professed | 


himself willing to do with the Vote last 
before the Committee, a very good case 
might be made out for his so doing. 
Although it might be perfectly right to 
bring it in as an ordinary, there was no 
doubt it was wrong to bring this in as a 
Supplementary Estimate. It appeared 
to be an “‘ amount required to meet the 
additional claims which, in consequence 
of the earlier discharge under the Local 
Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, of 
the local liability to the several railway 
companies, will mature in the year.” 
This was aliabilitvy which arose under an 
Act which received the Royal Assent on 
the 12th of August. 1898. "The original 
Estimates were prepared in November, 
1899—fifteen months after the Act was 
passed—when every liability which was 
likely to arise out of the Act was per- 
fectly well forseeable. Why was it not 
foreseen ! How was it that in Novem- 
ber, 1899, the Government were unable 
to foresee a liability which was likely to 
arise out of an Act passed fifteen months 
previously } This system of Supple- 
mentary Estimates undoubtedly put the 
finances of the country upon a_ false 
basis. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
it was. of course. foreseen that these sums 
would have to be paid. They were, as 
a matter of fact, repayments in respect 
of a guarantee given by the Government 
to the Local Government of Ireland. 
Under the new Local Government Act 
the county councils of Ireland had 
accelerated the work. and as soon as the 
payments had been made and vouched 
the Government were obliged to repay 
them. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES pointed out 
that his question had not been 
answered. 


CoLONEL NOLAN (Galway, N.) said, 
assuming the hon. Member for King’s 
the 


Lynn was right in opinion 
he had formed, he did not think his 
remedy was equally so. If the hon. 


Gentleman disagreed with the Vote, he 
should move to reduce the salaries of 
some of his hon. friends on the Govern- 
ment bench, and not punish the untor- 
tunate people of Ireland by proposing 
the withdrawal of the Vote. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he pro- 
posed to punish nobody. All he asked 
was, why was not this expenditure fore- 
seen and provided for in the ordinary 
Estimates ! 


mentary) Estimates, 


COLONEL NOLAN explained that the 
countycouncils of Ireland had made these 
payments, and unless this Vote was 
agreed to they would be out of pocket 
£1,500 for three months. It was not a 
very large sum, and he hoped the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn would raise no 
objection. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
admitted that the Government expected 
some acceleration in the matter ot 
these payments, but it could not be 
provided for until it was known in 
which cases it was likely to oceur. Pay- 
ment had not in all cases been accelerated, 
and it would not be fair to take the whole 
amount when the whole of the amounts 
had not become due. 


*Mr. TULLY was of opinion that 
some further details ought to be given 
for the particular sum of £7,000 which 
was now exercising the attention of 
the Committee. There was a guarantee 
given for the railway in Leitrim. He 
asked how much was included for it. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
£1,700 in respect to that guarantee 
is included in this sum. 


*Mr. TULLY pointed out that under 
the Local Government Act, when the 
light railway rate exceeded sixpence the 
Government was to pay half, but what 
happened in Leitrim was that, instead 
of the ratepayers saving something, they 
suffered under a heavier tax last year, 
as this money was not put to the credit 
of the county in due time. So far as 
Leitrim was concerned, the Estimate was 
not justified, because in the first instance 
they had not received the amount to 
which they were entitled. He had no 
faith in the figures of Supplementary 
Estimates. There was, he thought, 
always something behind them which 
would not bear investigation. 

*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth) said the Vote was to give back 
from Government what the county 
councils had already advanced 


Resolution agreed to. 
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4. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “ That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £6,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, for the salaries and expenses of 
the Department of His Majesty’s Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs.” 

Mr. DILLON said he should oppose 
the Vote on the two grounds that the 
information sent by His Majesty’s Minis- 
ter at Peking as to affairs in China was 
insufficient and misleading, and always 
behind date, ‘and that the Estimate 
was prepared in such a way as was cal- 
culated to confuse the hon. Members 
of the House. He himself was able to show 
on one occasion that the correspondent of 
The Times at Peking was a week ahead 
with information. When His Majesty’s 
Government were questioned as to 
nformation that had appeared in Zhe 
Times, the House was told that they 
knew nothing about it; and then, 
perhaps a week afterwards, they were 
told that the information of the cor- 
respondent of The Times was pertectly 
correct. With regard to the Estimates, 
could anything be more objectionable 
than the way in which they were drawn 
up? This was a Supplementary Esti- 
mate of the amount required in the 
year ending 31st March, 1901, to pay 
salaries and expenses of the Department 
of His Majesty's Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, and the amount now 
asked for was for telegrams * consequent 
on the state of affairs in the Far East.’”” If 
the Committee turned to page 20, they 
would find a Supplementary Estimate 
for the Diplomatic and Consular Ser- 
vices, under which there were these items. 
“E. Telegrams consequent on the state 
of affairs in the Far East ~ ; “ U. Telegrams 
consequent on the state of affairs at 
Lorenzo Marques”; and “ E.E. Postage 
and telegrams consequent on the state of 
affairs in the Far East.” Therefore it 
would be seen that there were no less 
than three separate and distinct claims 
all based upon the state of affairs in the 
Far East, and all for telegrams in conse- 
quence of the state of affairs in the Far 
East. This he thought was most un- 
satisfactory. He moved the reduction 
of the Vote by £3,000. 


{COMMONS} 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That a sum, not exceeding £3,000, be 
granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. 
Dillon.) 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount 
CRANBORNE, Rochester) said that the 
Supplementary Estimates were prepared 
on the same plan as the main Estimates, 
and that plan was of long standing. He 
thought that nothing would be morecalcu- 
lated to confuse hon. Members than that 
Supplementary Estimates should be 


(drawn on a different basis to that on 


which the main Estimates were drawn. 
With regard to the other point raised by 
the hon. Member, he had nothing to say 
except to express his admiration for the 
energy and enterprise of The Times. 
Although, of course, the Government 
had to be a little more careful, it was 
always the object of the Secretary otf 
State to lay before the House as much 
information as possible. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE thought that the 
House did not get the full value of the 
information which came to Ministers. 
When any specific information was asked 
for, not only did the Government deny 
any knowledge, but they did not attempt 
to telegraph out in order to allay the 
grave anxiety felt in the country. His 
reason for objecting to this Vote was mn 
order to make some alteration in the pre- 
paration of the Estimates. He was per- 
fectly aware that this amount had only 
reference to telegrams sent, but every- 
body did not know that, and anybody 
outside the Foreign Office reading the 
Estimate would be under the impression 
that this was for telegrams sent and 
received. He therefore supported the 
reduction. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL said the noble 
Lord’s remarks were not an answer to 
the observations of the hon. Member 
for East Mayo. The original Estimate 
for Foreign Office telegrams was £14,000, 
and they were now asked for an addition 
of £6,000. If the book-keeping arrange- 
ments in connection with these matters 
were as perfect as they ought to be, 
why was it that the original Estimate 
was not more accurately made out! 


.Complaints had been made in the discus- 
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sion of the other Votes of the high per- 
centage of the increases in the original 
Estimates shown by the Supplementary 
Estimates. In this case the increase was 
over 30 per cent., and no explanation 
had been vouchsafed of the cause, except 
what had been stated by the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs. He had 
no knowledge of the causes which led to 
this telegraphing, or whether it was 
necessary or not. He would like to 
hear about the contracts for this tele- 
graphing. He understood that there 
were two or three lines over which cable- 
grams could be sent, and it was certainly 
a question on which they should receive 
some information. With whom were the 
contracts entered into, and what was 
the rate per word? The hon. Member 
for Northampton had referred to the 
fact that information had been withheld 
from the House, although information 
had been long previously supplied in the 
public newspapers. It appeared to him 
singular that any newspaper—no matter 
how great or how large its available 
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capital—could be supplied with reliable 
information before the Government of 
the country. He should say that the 
Government of the country, which was 
responsible for the maintenance of the 
Empire, should be supplied not only 
with perfectly accurate but absolutely 
first-hand information. He imagined 
that the The Times should look to the 
Government rather than that the Govern- 
ment should look to that newspaper for 
information. He thought the hon. Mem- 
ber for East Mayo had rendered a dis- 
tinct service to the cause of economy 
in moving for this reduction. The 
Irish Members had no means of checking 
before the event any action of the Govern- 
ment in connection with foreign relations, 
but when the bill came the Irish people 
were compelled to pay, although a Royal 
Commission had reported that they were 
already overtaxed. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 90 ; 
Noes, 153. (Division List No. 29.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. 
Allen,Chas. P. (Glouc. , Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherely-Jones, L. 

Boland, John 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke,; E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Edwards, Frank 

Evans, Samuel T. 


Gilhooly, James 


Gurdon, Sir W. 
Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. 


Hayne,Rt. Hon. ( 
Hemphill, Kt. H 
Jordan, Jerimial 
Joyce, Michael 

Labouchere, Her 
Layland-Barratt 


Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 
Lundon, W: 
Macnamara, Dr. 
M‘Govern, T. 


Mooney, John J. 
Murphy, J. 


Foster, Sir: Walter (Derby Co.) 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Hayden, John Patrick 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


M‘kKillop, W. (Sligo, North) 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 


O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.} 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
U' Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
‘harles Seale- | O'Malley, William 
on.CharlesH. ©O’Mara, James 
i O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Perks, Robert William 
iry Pickard, Benjamin 
, Francis Power, Patrick Joseph 
teddy, M. 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roche, John 
Shipman, Dr. Jobn G. 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, Rt. HnC.R.(North’nts 
Sullivan, Donal 
Tully, Jasper 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth: 


Brampton 


Leicester 


Thomas J. 








Fenwick, Charles 
Firench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Flynn, James Christopher 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 





Nolan,Col.JohnP. (Galway ,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Lonth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


NOES. 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Wilson, Chas. Hy. (Hull, W.): 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES- 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Austin, Sir John 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRo 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 








255 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, ht. Hn. SirM. H( Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Bowles, T.Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brigg, John 

Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm 
Cham berlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Colville, John 

Cook, Froderick Lueas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar,T.R.(T’rH’mletssS.Geo 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke,| Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon, A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir W illiamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Emmott, Alfred 

Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


5. Motion made and Question pro- 
posed, ** That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £7,200, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
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Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, HonEdward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’ry 
Greene, SirEW(B’rySEdm‘nds 
Grenfell, William ones 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of(Lond’nd’ry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, . Leverton (Tynem th 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath,James (Staffords, N. W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hope,J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Knowles, Lees 

Lawson, John Grant 
Lee,CaptA H( Hants. Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Curvie 
Lone, RtHn. Walter( Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Browlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Reginald (Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.( Antrim, E.) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H 
Malcoln, lan 

Milner, Rt, Hon. Sir F. G. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 
More, R. J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(W’Ith’ mst’ w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Hy. F. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray.Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


the Department of His Majesty's Secre- 


tary of State for the Colonies.” 


Mr. DILLON said that this Vote, so 


this Vote. 


far as he could make out, was constructed 


on a different principle from the Foreign 
He took it that the addi- 
tional £7,200 was for telegrams sent from 
and to South Africa and Ashanti. 
that was a very much better way of keep- 


Othice Vote. 


If so, 
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Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis Robert : 
Pym. C. Guy 
teckitt, Harold James 
teid, James (Greenock) 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
tenwick, George 
Rdley,Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T, 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, 'T. W. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 
Seely, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Sinclair, Lewis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, HC( Northumb. Tynesd. 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Ernest( W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wason, JohnCatheart( Orkney 
Webb, Colonel William Geo. 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E( Taunton 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Woodhouse, Sird T( Huddersf'd 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Com/’nder (Berks, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


ing the account than in the case of the 
previous Vote. 
of this Vote as a protest against the 
character of Sir Alfred Milner’s telegrams, 
which were responsible for a considerable 
waste of public money. 
short of an outrage that public money 
should be spent on the absurd telegrams 
Sir Alfred Milner sent. 


He moved the reduction 


It was nothing 


*THue CHAIRMAN : The substance of 


the telegrams cannot be discussed on 


Mr. DILLON : Am I not entitled to 
object if public money is wasted, as it has 
been in this case, on useless telegrams ! 
If Sir Alfred Milner used the wires to 
telegraph absurd news or articles, 1 am 
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surely entitled to question his action on) reference to the discretion exercised in 
this Vote. | the spending of the money ? Were they 

ito be debarred altogether from dis- 
*Toe CHAIRMAN : The proper time | cussing this matter? If they could not 
to discuss that would be on the salary of | question the expenditure for these tele- 
the Colonial Secretary. Sir Alfred Mil-| grams on the ground of their length or 
ner’s telegrams cannot be discussed | number, on what grounds were they to 
without entering into the policy in| questionthem atall? In using the wires 
pursuance of which they were sent, and | from South Africa Sir A. Milner appeared 
it has frequently been held that upon |to have no regard either for the public 
telegrams policy cannot be discussed. In | interest or for the urgency or necessity 
aying that I am only upholding what | of the matter which he telegraphed. As 
has been the regular practice of the |a protest, he moved that the Vote be 
House. reduced by £3,000. 


Mr. DILLON : Tam not discussing the — \fotion made, and’ Question proposed, 
policy at all. Am I not entitled to discuss | « That a sum, not exceeding £4,200, be 
the question how this money has been granted for the said Service.” —(Mr. 
spent | Suppose that a Governor tele- Dillon.) 
graphs articles which should not be tele- 
graphed, and a Supplementary Estimate) yt, LA BOUCHERE asked wtiehiad 
is presented a for a lot of the Secretary for the Colonies would be 
absurd stuff perfectly unsuitable ; | good enough to tell them how much of this 
telegraphing, — nothing gee a | expenditure applied to Ashanti and how 
— a rote yet <n sl much to South Africa. The Vote put 
tion of the Vote, inasmuch as the money | the two things together. He also asked 
has been wasted in telegraphing that | what was the price per word of telegrams 
which should not have been telegraphed ieee Miles sal Sith Mie. te 
at all. England, and whether the Government 
*Tue CHAIRMAN: That involves | received any rebate from the telegraph: 
poliey—whether the telegrams should | companies. 
have been sent or not. | 

| Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he 

Mr. DILLON : Are we not entitled to | recognised that they could not discuss 

question this Vote at all ? ‘the general policy of the Government in 
South Africa on this Vote, but were they 

*THeE CHAIRMAN: It is not a new! not entitled to ask with reference to a 
decision that I am stating. It isa very | particular telegram from a _ Colonial 
iid decision—-that policy cannot be dis-| Governor, or sent by the Colonial Office, 
cussed on a telegram. | whether it was worth the money spent 

‘upon it? They had had other Votes in 

Mr. DILLON : With the deepest re-| which furniture was included, and they 
pect for your ruling, I do not call it had discussed the question whether the 
liseussing policy to question whether | furniture was worth the money paid for it. 
money spent on telegrams has been | 
properly spent. Ithinkthat is a matter) *THe CHAIRMAN said that involved 
totally apart from policy. (a question of policy, and must be dis- 

| cussed on the original Estimate. 

*THE CHAIRMAN : The substance of | 
the telegrams cannot be discussed on the| Mr. DILLON said he had never dis- 
Vote now before the Committee. |cussed the policy of the question, but 

| simply whether a particular communica- 
‘tion was of sufficient importance to 
warrant its being sent by telegraph. 


Mr. DILLON said it was very difficult | 
to understand on what ground they | 
could question this Vote at all. If an) 
Estimate were presented for £60,000 a *Tue CHAIRMAN said that that 
ior £100,000, was the House compelled to | question could not be discussed without 
vote for it blindly and without any | considering the action of the individual 
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sending the telegram, and that must 
come on the general Vote for the office 
of the one responsible for the action. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I do not propose to 
continue the discussion with the Chair. 
I will only say on the subject that I take 
full responsibility for all telegrams that 


have been sent, not only to, but from | 


South Africa. If, therefore, any excep- 
tion is taken to any particular telegram 
being sent, I shall be perfectly prepared 
to discuss that telegram on the proper 
occasion, and to go into the whole of the 
details, which will, of course, be on the 
Vote for my own salary. As regards 
the question asked me by the hon. 
Member for Northampton, that is a ques- 
tion which really does not concern the 
Colonial Office. The hon. Member knows 
perfectly well that the Colonial Office 
does not make a separate telegraph 
contract. This is generally an arrange- 
ment which is made for all offices by the 
Post Office. But it is the fact that the 
cable companies give a very large reduc- 
tion to the Government. I cannot 
myself say what the reduction is, but I 
think the cost per word is little more 
than half the charge to the general public. 
As regards the question of the amount 
respectively for the telegrams sent to 
South Africa and Ashanti it is quite 
impossible to go into detail, nor does the 
present Vote, which is a purely Supple- 
mentary Vote, show what is the total 
amount of the telegrams sent to both 
places. Of course, the Vote was taken 
originally for the whole telegraphic 
service of the Colonial Office. In con- 
sequence of the state of things caused 
by the South African War and by the 
Ashanti War, the number of telegrams 
estimated to be sent has been very largely 
exceeded, and I would point out to the 
hon. Member that it does not mean 
necessarily that these telegrams were 
sent either to South Africa or to Ashanti. 
For instance, there has been an immense | 
amount of telegraphy owing to the 
action of the colonies in furnishing 
troops for the South African War. Com- | 
munications have had to go between 
Australia and this country, between New | 
Zealand and this country, and between 
‘Canada and this country ; and owing to | 


The Chairman. 





{COMMONS} 








mentary) Estimates. 260 
| that the number of telegrams has been 
largely increased. The word “ mainly” 
refers to the South African War, and it 
is in consequence of the South African 
War that we have had to send these 
| telegrams to other colonies like Australia 
and Canada. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) complained 
that the Colonial Secretary had not given 
the slightest idea as to the relative pro- 
portions of the cost for Ashanti and 
South Africa respectively. The Com- 
mittee were practically asked by the 
Government to vote these sums. blind- 
fold. The original Estimate had been 
increased by 75 per cent. Were the 
Committee to understand that the 
Colonial Office were not able to calculate 
the probable amount of telegraphing 
they would have to do in connection 
with affairs in South Africa and West 
Africa more accurately than that? In 
this Estimate, as in all others, there was 
the same feature of extraordinary and 
excessive expenditure, causing large dis- 
crepancies, which ought to have been 
avoided. It was not unreasonable to 
ask for the rate per telegram charged 
by the cable companies to the Govern- 
ment as distinguished from the general 
public, or how many hundreds of tele- 
grams it would take to account for this 
sum of £7,200. He hoped the examina- 
tion of the Vote would be persisted in 
until a reasonable amount of information 
was forthcoming. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, 8.E.) protested 
against the form in which the Estimate 
was presented to the Committee. An 
excess of £7,000 over the original Esti- 
mate was simply inexplicable without any 
details being given as to how, exactly. 
the money had been spent. The House 
of Commons was treated with con- 
tempt, and it would be far more decent 


'for the Government to say, “‘ We want 


this money, you will have to give it, and 
we will give no information whatever.” 
It was nothing but a policy of extrava- 
gance, and information was required in 
order that the fault might be traced to 
the persons responsible. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) 
said that although there were many 
Irish Members who wished to discuss 
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this subject upon the lines which had | Estimate to be placed on the Paper in 
been ruled out of order, they would | such a way that it could not be discussed, 
gladly bow to the Chairman’s ruling. If | and was there any other heading under 
there was one thing which they had a| which this item should have been placed ? 
right to do, he thought it was to discuss 
any Estimates which were placed before 
them for special purposes ; and although | 
they knew that, however long these 
discussions might be, they would never 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: It is not correct 
to say that it cannot be discussed. The 
Vote has now been discussed for over an 
hour. In what I have laid down I have 
succeed in reducing any particular | only followed the ruling of my prede- 
Estimate at the time, they hoped and | cessors that, on a Supplementary Vote 
believed that healthy criticism would do | for telegrams, it is impossible to discuss 
something to remind Ministers that | the policy embodied in those telegrams. 
they would have to be more careful as to | | The pan haa of telegrams is not open 
how they placed such matters before the | for discussion upon an item which relates 
Committee. He could not understand | only to their cost. 
how this Estimate came to be put on the 
Paper at all in its present form. Why 
was it not put in such a way as would 
enable the House of Commons to exercise 
its right to discuss it? It was an extra- 
ordinary fact that although the original Mr. DALY thought the explanation 
amount was £10,000, that amount had | which had been given was altogether 
been exceeded by £7,200. That was 2 | wnsatisfactory. It was most extraordi- 
remarkable piece of extravagance. By the nary that the right hon. Gentleman 
Chairman’s ruling they could not touch could not come nearer the mark in his 
upon Sir Alfred Milner, and they could | original Estimate without having to 
not get at the Minister who was respon-| come to the House for an additional 
sible for his appointment, for those were | £7,200. The Chairman had ruled that 
some of the particular items which the | they could not discuss the words con- 
Committee would not be allowed to | tained in the telegrams, and they had to 
discuss. He wished to ask the Chairman | be satisfied with the word of the right 
in what way they could discuss this | hon. Gentleman and those acting under 
matter ? This particular item seemed | him as to whether those telegrams were 
to be nobody’s child, and yet it had to be | necessary or not, and also as to whether 
paid for at a very extravagant price. the words transmitted in them were 
They were told that they could not ques- | correct or not. It was a most unfortu- 
tion the money which had been spent | nate thing that this Vote had been put 
by Sir Alfred Milner, and that meant that | down in peers a way that it was very 
he could spend what he liked and nobody | difficult to discuss it. The charge for 
here could question it. They desired to | telegrams was very heavy, and hon. 
be orderly, and he wished to ask the | Nesalieee around him were very anxious 
Chairman if he could suggest any way | that full details should be given, and it 
in conformity with the ruling which he | would be very satisfactory if the right 
had given in which they could discuss | hon. Gentleman could see his way to 
this remarkable extravagance on the part | tell them what number of words were 
of Sir Alfred Milner. | placed in those telegrams, and at what 
*Tue CHAIRMAN: The answer is a Tte they were charged for. Ireland 
very simple one. Among the Estimates | had ~ a a large sum towards 
which will be laid upon the Table pre- | this extra £7,200. He hoped his hon. 
sently will be one under Class 3, Vote 6, | friends would press this matter to a 
Colonial Office Vote, and one of the | division, and any support he could give 
items will be ‘ telegrams.’’ When the them would be gladly given. He could 
Vote comes before the Committee the | @ssure the right hon. Gentleman and 
whole question can be raised. every member of the Government that 
in future they would find that every item 
which they brought forward in the 
House would be scanned and criticised 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present. House 
counted, and forty Members being found 
present— ; 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN asked, upon 


a point of order, if it was right for an 


| 
| 
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closely by hon. Members from Ireland. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
and those acting with him would con- 
ceive it to be their duty in the future to 
place such Votes as this in such a position 
that hon. Members of the House would 
be able to discuss them as fully as they 
deserved. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) said it 


had been stated in the course of the 


debate that this item was 75 per cent. 
higher than the original Estimate. They 
would find, if they took the trouble to look 
it up, that this Supplementary Estimate 
was 300 per cent. larger than last year’s 
Estimate, and he wished to bring to 
the notice of the Committee the fact 
that last year’s Estimate covered six 
months of the war in South Africa, in- 
cluding those long telegraphic communi- 
cations relating to the Bloemfontein 
Conference and the negotiations which 
preceded it. No details had been placed 
hefore the House to show that the num- 
ber of telegrams sent in the period for 


{COMMONS} 
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stand why they were asked to pay at the 
rate of 300 per cent, more this year. 
He wished to join in the protest which 
had been made from the Irish benches 
against being asked to vote such large 
sums of money without having sufticient 
details. Ireland would be called upon 
to pay its quota to this expenditure, and 
therefore they had a right to examine 
closely every item of expenditure which 
was placed before the House. Supple- 
mentary Estimates required a greater 
amount of consideration than the ordi- 
nary Estimates, because it was money 
required in excess of the ordinary re- 
quirements, and for that very reason 
they required to be more carefully 
examined. He would not go into the 
question of the contents of those tele- 
grams, but he would like the Colonial 
Secretary to tell them how it was that 
three times as much money had_ been 
spent this year as was spent in the pre- 
vious year. 


(Juestion put. 





which this extra sum 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E. 
Allen,Chas. P. (Gloue., Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

srand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 
Dutty, William J. 
Edwards, Frank 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Samuel T. 
Fenwick, Charles 
Field, William 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Mr. Daly. 


was asked 
larger than during the period he had 
just alluded to, and he could not under- 


was 


Noes, 149. 


AYES. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampten 
Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Labouchere, Henry 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Dermott.*Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 


| Mooney, John J. 


Morgan, J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kandal(Tipperary Md 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. | 


| O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 91 ; 
(Division List No. 30.) 


O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Perks, Robert William 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

teddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
tobertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfarsh. 
Spencer, RtHnC. R.( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tully, Jasper 
Warner, ThomasCourtenay T. 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick(Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry(Hull, W. 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, Easé) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 
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Acland- Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. | 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Fredk. George 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bowles,Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, - Harry 

Caldwell, . James 

Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. Austen( Wore. 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 
Corbett,A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glaseow) 
Cubitt, Hon Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar, TR(T’rH’mlets,S.Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence Sir Edwin 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. | nation of the Vote. 
Votes which the Committee had 


{1 Marcu 1901} 
NOES. 


Finlay,SirRobertBannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
> ra Rt. Hn. Sir John Edon 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, Sir E. W.(BurySt. Ed.) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, Wiiliam Henry 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’nd’y 
Hare, Thomas L eigh 
Harris, F. I . (Tynemouth) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, J. (Staffords., N.W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hope,J.I°.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Knowles, Lees 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee,Capt. A. H( Hants, Farehm 
Legve, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt. ap A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S) 
Lonsdale, John ‘ace 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Calmont, Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 
M‘Iver, Sir boo (Edinburgh, W.) 
M‘Killop, Jaimes( Stirlingshire 
Majendie, Sone A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


other 


mentary) Estinates. 
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Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reed, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
tenshaw, - harles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, Hn. M.W. (Stalybridge 
titchie, Rt. HonChas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 
Seely, Charles Hilton(Lincoln 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Lonis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, HC(Northmb. Tyneside 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Ernest(W. Bromwich) 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 


Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart.SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson,Wm. Edw. 
Valentia, Niscount 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Webb,Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, 4.Stanley(York,E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander(Berks,E.} 


Murray 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
S:r William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


It differed from 





Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,015, be granted to His Majesty to 
defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Office of the Lord Privy Seal.” 


Mr. DALZIEL 
said it was a matter 
that a proper 
Government had not 


(Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
of some surprise 
representative of the 
on this motion 


thought it is duty to make some expla- 
VOL, XC. 


[FouRTH SERIES. ] 





been discussing, inasmuch as it was not a 
Supplementary Estimate, but practically 
a new Vote. He protested in the most 
emphatic fashion against a new Vote, 
embodying a new principle, and practi- 
cally creating a new office, being smug- 
gled through in the shape of a Supple- 
mentary Estimate. He objected to the 
manner in which the Vote had Leen 
brought forward, and maintained th:t 
before the country was pledged to in 
expenditure on this new head, the per- 
mission of the House of Commcns o1 ght 
to have been obtained. Asthe result cf en 


K * 











267 Civil Service (Supple- 


understanding which had been come to 
with the House of Commons, the Great 


Seal Act of 1884 was passed,and the duties | being attached to this post. 


‘COMMONS! 
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hit upon that of the Lord Privy Seal, 
He (the hon. Member) objected to a salary 
It seemed 


in connection with the office of Lord Privy | to him that if the Prime Minister was to 


Seal were abolished. Since that time 
many distinguished men had filled the 
ottice of Lord Privy Seal in an honorary 
capacity ; at any rate. they did not 
receive any remuneration for any services 
which it was imaginable they discharged. 
These included Lord Rosebery, Lord 
Cross, Mr. Gladstone, Lord Cadogan, 
Lord Tweedmouth, and Lord Salisbury 
himself. His objection to this Vote was 
not of a personal character in regard to 
the present distinguished occupant of the 
post. No member of the Cabinet was 
held in higher respect by his political 
opponents than the Prime Minister ; 
and some of themwere, in these later days, 
only beginning to realise the great debt 
of gratitude which they owed to the 
Prime Minister for carrying the country 
through troublous times in a peaceful 
and diplomatic fashion. It was in no 
personal sense, then, that he objected 
to this Vote: but he thought the Com- 
mittee was entitled to some explanation. 
What could that explanation be? There 
was plenty of money in the Treasury 
chest, and there was no reason to re- 
establish this office except that explained 
in a letter which the Prime Minister 
wrote to a late distinguished colleague 
of his, the former President of the Local 
Government Board, the Member tor 
Sleaford, in which the Prime Minister 
said that there were so many people to 


make room for that the right hon. 
Gentleman had to give up his post. 


That was the reason why they were ssked 
to go back on a decision the House of 
Commons arrived at many years ago, 
and to re-establish an office which was 
purely ornamental and a sinecure. He 
could imagine the Prime Minister, after 
having listened to every claim made 
upon him, and having surrendered to it, 
sitting down in Hatfield and acknow- 
ledging to himself that he had given so 
much away that he had nothing left for 
himself. For what was his position ? 
He was no longer Foreign Secretary—he 
had given that post away. He had no 
salary ; not even an office to which his 
letters could be addressed. And there- 
fore he had to make up his mind to 
confer upon himself some post ; and so 


Mr. Dalziels 


be paid—and he thought he ought to be 
paid, and well paid—then the salary 
ought to be asked for on the footing of 
Premiership, and that it ought not to be 
brought forward on a Vote of this kind 
for an office which had no duties attached 
toit. Ifthe Prime Minister was to have 
a salary, then it ought to be a respectable 
salary. He could not understand how 
the noble Lord arrived at the conclusion 
that £2,000 a vear was what he was 
worth. He might have sent tor Whit- 
aker's Almanack, and gone down the 
list of Ministers, and when he came to the 
Colonial Secretary he might have said, 
“What does that great man get for his 
transcendent services to the country ?” 
£5,000! And he might have said to 
himself, “If the Colonial Secretary 
receives £5,000 a vear, | ought to write 
myself down at half that sum.” He 
(the hon. Member) objected to the fact 
that the Prime Minister received only 
£2,000 per year when his subordinates 
for, after all, they were his subordinates 
received more than double that sum. 
Why, the salary of the Clerk of the House 
of Lords was more, and a town council 
engineer received more. He protested 
in the interest of the Prime Minister, 
who, it seemed to him, had been very 
badly treated. Lord Salisbury had been 
placed in a situation which appealed to 
the generous instincts of our nature, 
and if none of his friends stood up for him 
it was necessary for some hon. Members 
on that side of the House to do so. He 
objected also that the Prime Minister 
should so undervalue himself. He did 
not think that he ought to be allowed 
to become a kind of Parliamentary black- 
leg. He ought to belong to the Parlia- 
mentary trade union, and should not 
take less than trade union wages, or less 
than an Under Secretary who read out 
answers to questions in the House ot 
Commons and was not capable of ex- 
plaining them. ‘Therefore he thought 
the noble Lord was entitled to their 
sympathy. He did not go so far as to say 
that the same course should be pursued 
here as had been taken in some other 
countries. He believed that from the 


‘time the war broke out between Spain 
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and America the Spanish Ministers went | the Colonial Secretary’s office with a big 
on half rations. He did not suggest that | seal stamp handy on his desk. The 
Ministers here should go on half rations, ; Committee was entitled to some explana- 
or that they should make a subscription | tion for this departure from a bargain 
on behalf of the Prime Minister. But | solemnly passed by the House of Com- 
some more satisfactory way should be | mons taking away all the duties and the 
taken of dealing with the Prime Minister. | salary of the Lord Privy Seal ; and he 
Further, a most extraordinary departure | hoped that the right hon. Gentleman 
from constitutional rule had been made | would be able to tell the Committee that 
in the preparation of this Estimate. | he would either withdraw the Vots or 





They were asked to vote a sum at the! bring forward a handsome sum, worthy 
rate of £400 a year for the private | of the great services of the Prime Minister 
secretary to the Prime Minister. That | of the country. 

was an innovation. The Constitution | 
knew nothing of the Prime Minister ; | 
and he doubted whether there was any | 


THe FIRST LORD or THE TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, E.) : 
I do not quite understand whether 
ithe hon. Member wished to deprive the 


record of the House which spoke of the 
private secretary of the Prime Minister. 


They might just as well put down a sum | |, se ai 
‘ : Prime Minister of his moderate salary 
for the private secretary of the parish | : ; Se 
- | or to increase it to the more substantial 
minister. It might have been put down | : 
: ‘figure which some other Members of 
as salary of the private secretary to the | ee ; 
tf ; ithe Cabinet are fortunate enough to 
Lord Privy Seal, but not as secretary to] — . rs 
i. Re , jenjoy. The hon. Member appeared to 

the Prime Minister ; and some explana-| *. a 
ea oscillate between the two. The hon. 
tion was required why this item had | : 
' | Member commenced his speech by com- 
been prepared in that particular way. : 


The right hon. Gentleman in charge of 
the Vote might say, “It is all very well, 
but what could the Prime Minister have 
done ? He must have some claim-on the 


| plaining that the House of Commons 
‘has been forced, without notice, into this 
|new policy. Surely we did all we could 
}to take the House of Commons into 
our confidence at the earliest oppor- 
oe ‘tunity by putting this Vote down 
It was very difficult to answer these | ia a I we Sea 
: , , jas a Supplementary Estimate at the 
questions ; but he might have left some | oie : : : 
Seige ee wee jvery beginning of the first session 
ot his friends out of the Cabinet, or, at 


: : that has occurred since the arrange- 
all events, he might have induced some | 


country ; he must have some salary.’ 


/ment was made. There was a meeting 
‘in December, but the object of that 
| meeting was strictly limited, and | 
are, who has had a very busy ume 'do not think that any discussion on this 
hag sed the last few years. He might | matter could arise then. This, therefore, 
have offered to take the duties of that lis the first opportunity that we have 
arduous Department, and induced the ed 

tight hon. the Colonial Secretary to go to 
another place with some seductive title. | lie 
It icadimannbikthad the Prime Minister | Mr. DALZIEL : He has had the 
should have no official’ office, although | ™°?°Y oui 

the Foreign Secretary had shown so | 

much sympathy with him as to offerhim|) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not com- 
aroom in the Foreign Office. But that | plain of the hon. Member’s raising the 
was not the way to treat the Prime | point on this occasion. I make some 
Minister, who might have got a seat in| subtractions from that part of the hon. 


of his present colleagues to give up their 
posts—the Colonial Secretary, for in- 


kK: 


) 
« 
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Gentleman's speech which was really | 
not meant to argue for an increase | 
of the Prime Minister’s salary, but 
was intended for the indulgence of 
some ingenious sarcasm at the expense | 
of some of the Prime Minister's colleagues. | 
As regards his comments as to the actual | 
pursued, it is perfectly true 
that there were certain incongruities 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


course 


and inconsistencies in the course taken, 
and why was it ! Because, as everybody | 
knows, the Prime Minister is not formally | 
recognised in the Constitution, although 
he is the most important person in 
the Ministry. That is one of the curious 
results of our Constitution which has 
slowly grown up in the course of cen- 


turies. There are these apparent in- 
consistencies in the Constitution, and 
we should be slow to interfere with 


them, for they do no harm to the growth 
of our institutions. We all know that 
there is a Prime Minister ; we all know 
that he does not appear 
officers of the State as such. Some- 
times he is called the First Lord of 
the Treasury, sometimes he is called 
Chancellor — of 
Lord 


among the 


Foreign Secretary or 
the Exchequer, and sometimes 
Privy Seal, but 
called Prime Minister in the formal pro- 
That being so, 


never has he been 


ceedings of the House. 


we have to fit our arrangements into. 


this somewhat anomalous state of things. 
I think the plan we have adopted is 
not a bad one. The office of Privy 
Seal was vacant, and it is one to which 
the duties of the Prime Minister may 
be attached as ottice 
of First Lord of the Treasury or Foreign 


well as to the 


Secretary: and the hon. Gentleman 
himself is first to acknowledge that 


he should not be an unpaid Member 
of the Government and that we must 
attach a salary to the office. Of course, 
should the present holder of the office 
of Privy Seal cease to be Prime Minister, 
would cease at the 


his salary same 


time, and should he resign the office | 


of Privy Seal and another gentleman 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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be appointed to the office who was not 
Prime Minister, he would not receive 
the salary. So long as the duties 
are associated with the Prime Minister 
it is quite clear that you ought to make 
the office a paid office. The hon. Gen- 
tleman tells us that the salary of £2,000 
a year is insufficient. lam quite willing 
with that that 
is no measure, absolutely or relatively, 
of the services of the Prime Minister 
to the State; but £2,000 a 
the old salary attaching to this office 
ot Privy Seal; it is the salary which 
the Prime Minister himself suggested ;. 
and, though I agree that on any scale 
of merit it is inadequate, if the Prime 
Minister himself is contented I do 
not know that either 
or the House of Commons need interfere 
in the matter. That 
planation of the policy that has been 
pursued, and I feel sure it will commend 
itself to the 
hope the hon. 
that [ have justified the course which 
the Government have taken. 


to agree him salary 


year is 


my colleagues 


is *he broad ex- 


House at large; and | 


Gentleman will feeb 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : The right hon. Gentle- 
dealt 
raised 


ingeniously with the 
friend ; 


man has 
question by my hon. 
but he passed over the fons et origqo ot 
the difficulty, which 

that he has 
recent years of divorcing the position of 
the headof the Ministry from the occupant 
of the office of First Lord of the Treasury. 
That office is the natural and proper 
one to be held by the Prime Minister ; 
and it is peculiar that, though, as the 


was the great 


mistake committed in 


right hon. Gentleman says, the Premier- 
ship has sometimes been associated 
with the Foreign Secretaryship and 
sometimes with the office of First Lord 
ot the Treasury, it has only been asso- 
ciated with the Foreign Secretaryship 
‘in the case of Lord Salisbury himself ; 
and nothing but evil came to the country 


|from the combination of 


these two 
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offices. | have not a word to say in 
depreciation of Lord Salisbury, either 
as Foreign Secretary or as Prime 
Minister ; but I say it is perfectly 
impossible that any man can _ properly 
fulfil the functions of both offices. 
J will take the case of the Foreign 
Office. Undoubtedly Lord Salisbury de- 
voted an enormous amount of time 
—and probably prejudiced his health 
by his devotion—to the duties of the 
Foreign Minister. He has filled that 
great position with great success and 
to the great advantage of the nation, 
but during all that time every one can 
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I confess 
that to my mind there was a way of 


made to meet an emergency. 


meeting it which would not have involved 
the recreation of a sinecure office, and 
that was to have made the Prime Minister 
First Lord of the Treasury, and to have 
made some other arrangement of the 
other offices among the distinguished 
Gentlemen on the bench opposite. The 
office of First Lord of the Treasury— 
and I speak in the presence of one whc 
knows it well-—has this advantage, that 
it has little or no departmental work 
attaching to it. 
of agreeable duty in the way of the 


It has a certain amount 





see that the proper business of the Prime 
Minister, which is to keep in proper co- 
ordination his own colleagues and to 
keep a master-eye on all their proceedings 
--anyone can see that that was neglected. 
Taking the work of the Foreign Office | 
alone, we lose the advantage of a second | 
head assisting the man nominally 
at the head of the office. When there is 
a Prime Minister as well as a Foreign 
Secretary all the Foreign Office work, 
all telegrams, despatches, and so forth 
are submitted to the judgment of the 
Prime Minister ; and thus there is an 
additional guarantee that the affairs of 


the country are being wisely and deliber- 
ately administered. It has often sur- 
prised me that the country and the 
House of Commons bore so patiently a 
state of things so obviously prejudicial 
to the public interest. At last Lord 
Salisbury, partly owing to his health 
being overtaxed, determined to give up 
one of these oftices. He retained the 
Premiership. The proper course would 
have been for him to take the position 
of First Lord of the Treasury. As we 
all know, the emoluments of public 
functionaries vary considerably, and | 
am not at all sure that that variance is 
altogether in the public interest. I 
think there is a great deal to be said for 
a rearrangement in such a way as to 
bring about greater equality ; but that 
is not before us now. We have only to 
do with this particular arrangement, 





bestowal of patronage and in the selection 
of the recipients of good things, which 
is always an easy, a charming, and a 
delightful duty. But, except for that, 
I do not think the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury is overworked. ‘Therefore it is an 
office particularly suitable to the man 


| who has to exercise a general supervising 


power over the proceedings of the Depart- 
State. That is the proper 
arrangement, and I regret that the 
Government have found themselves 
forced to revive the salary for an office 
which is almost the last surviving sinecure 
in the public service. 


ments of 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the 
matter was undoubtedly one of great 
public importance. The Committee were 
asked to vote a salary for an office every 
duty of which had been abolished by 
Act of Parliament many years ago, and 
the Committee had been told the reason. 
For the first time the title of Prime 
Minister appeared on the Papers of the 
House. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No, 
no. Ifthe hon. Member will look at the 
Estimates for past years, he will find the 
same words—* Private Secretary to the 
Prime Minister.” 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the office 
of Prime Minister was unknown to the 
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Constitution, and the introduction of the 
title in the Estimates was another ex- 
ample of the slipshod English in which 
they were framed. But, although the 
title was unknown, the office was not, 
and it had been amply provided for ever 
since the time of Sir Robert Walpole, 
when the Treasury was put into com- 
mission in such a way, and the position 
of the First Lord so provided for, that 
although he had an oftice of dignity and 
proper emoluments, he was freed from 
Parliamentary duties in order that he 
might be able to oversee his colleagues 
and supporters. The proper function 
of the Prime Minister was to oversee his 
colleagues in the Government ; and he 
was bound to say that, since the recent 
changes in the Government had been 
effected, the Government had received 
a great accession of strength from the 
circumstance that Lord Salisbury. as 
Prime Minister, had been restored to a 
position which enabled him to superin- 
tend the work of his colleagues. During 
the time that Lord Salisbury was both 
Prime Minister and Foreign Secretary 
each department was allowed to do what 
seemed best in its own eyes, and the 
result of this absence of control had 
been that mistakes of the gravest charac- 
ter were committed. The Duke of Wel- 
lington had said that it was impossible 
for anyone to exercise the office of Prime 
Minister unless he was also First Lord 
of the Treasury, because it was essential 
that he should have that control of the 
purse-strings which the latter office gave 
him. Why, recently Lord Salisbury in 
the House of Lords made a strong and 
determined attack on the Treasury for 
the manner in which it met the demands 
upon it for the public service. If Lord 
Salisbury were First Lord of the Trea- 
sury, which he ought to be as Prime 
Minister, that state of things could not 
have occurred. The Government had 
been reconstituted and strengthened— 
(Opposition laughter) — well, reconsti- 
tuted—and there should have been no 
difficulty whatever in finding for the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the House another post. so that the 
office of First Lord of the Treasury 
might revert to the Prime Minister. 
He hoped the Leader of the House 
would not be offended when he said 
that the right hon. Gentleman en- 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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joved the emoluments and dignities of 
the office without discharging any of 
its duties. But if the Government had 
had the courage of their convictions. 
what they should have done was to 
boldly propose to create the office of 
Prime Minister and endow it with a 
salary of £5,000 a year. He submitted 
that it was not a proper thing to come 
down and ask this House to endow the 
Prime Minister with an insufficient 
salary in the name of an office which 
was so discredited that it had been 
abolished by Act of Parliament years 


ago. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said the Committee were dis 
cussing a very important question. He 
believed there was one peint on wl ich 
all sections of the Committee were agi ced 
—namely, that the change which bad 
made was one in 
for the better. No one had the Jcast 
objection to the Prime Minister bcing 
relieved the terrible 
the Foreign Secretaryship ; 
which the First Lord of the Treasury 
and the Committee 
was the method by which the Prime 
Minister had relieved from the 
duties of the Foreign Office. By the Act 
of 1884—“to simplify the passing ot 


been many resy ects 


from burden ot 


the point on 


were at variance 


been 


instruments under the Great Seal of the 
United 
that it “shall not be necessary that any 
instrument shall, after the passing of 
this Act, be passed under the Privy Seal,” 
or, in other words, the functions of the 
Privy Seal were practically abolished 
by that statute. Yet here. by a Sup 
plementary Estimate. they were practi- 
cally repealing the principal effect of that 


Kingdom “—it was — enacted 


Act. The Committee would remember 
some time ago, when Colonel King- 


Harman was a Member of this House, 
the then Chief Secretary for Ireland 
attempted to establish in the Esti- 
mates a position for an Under Secre- 
taryship for Ireland. That was opposed. 
and, after considerable discussion, the 
Chief Secretary had to withdraw lis 
proposals, as it was found to be im- 
possible to carry them through without 
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a special Act of Parliament.; Yet the 
Committee, now, were asked to re-estab- 
lish, by a Supplementary Estimate, an 
office which had long been abolished, 
when it was found impossible to establish 
a paltry Under Secretaryship without 
an Act of Parliament. He quite agreed 
as to the wisdom of Lord Salisbury being 
relieved from the duties of the Foreign 
Office, and he was strongly of opinion that 
had Lord Salisbury, being Prime Minister, 
coupled that duty with a less onerous 
office in the past, the history of the last 
year and a half would have been less 
sanguinary. The action of the Govern- 
ment in reviving the oftice of the Lord 
Privy Seal was simply a palinode. ‘The 
First Lord of the Treasury, which was 
the proper office for the Prime Minister 
to hold, had a general control over the 
expenditure of the country, and was 
thus able to control the different heads 
of the Departments of the Government ; 
but the Lord Privy Seal had no such 
control, and it was never intended 
he should. Now the Government. pro- 
posed to re-establish an abolished oftice, 
and to recreate a salary which was 
never intended to be recreated. His 
hon. friend had been more than justified 
in the position he had taken up in this 
matter. 


*Sir_ J. FERGUSSON (Manchester. 
N.E.) said that out of doors this would 
be thought one of those infinitesimal 
questions on which the House of Com- 
mons occupied itself to the exclusion 
of important business. It was as small 
us the question of the difference between 
tweedledum and tweedledee. The hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn suggested 
that it would be better for the First 
Lord of the Treasury to resign his office 
so that the Prime Minister should assume 
it. and that he, in turn, should be Lord 
Privy Seal. That was a suggestion which, 
if acted upon, would open the door for 
the strongest opposition from the other 
side. The office of Lord Privy Seal 
had not been abolished, and it was not 
so many years ago that a Prime Minister 
in the House of Commons assumed it in 
addition to his other. He remembered 





| See The Parliamentary Debates [Third 
Series], vol. ceexxiii., pages 730, 1709; vol. 
eeexxiv,, page 725; vol. ccexxv., page 909; 
vol. ceexxvi.. page 208. 
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that Lord Malmesbury, when he held the 
office, was extremely useful in the House 
of Lords, calling himself the odd man. 
It was an office of great dignity, ranking 
very high in the order of precedence, 
and was therefore suitable as an ap- 
panage of the Prime Minister, who had 
resigned the onerous office of Foreign 
Secretary. The unrivalled power of work 
Lord Salisbury had enabled him, until 
recently, to carry on the duties of Foreign 
Secretary in addition to those of the 
head of the Government, but it was 
not surprising that, with advancing 
age, he should wish to be relieved of the 
direct duties of Secretary of State. No 
doubt, as Prime Minister, he would exer- 
cise supervision over the foreign policy 
of the country, and it was appropriate 
that the oftice of Lord Privy Seal should 
be held by him. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) said he did not at all agree with the 
right hon. Baronet who had just sat 
down. He did not think anything that 
touched the office of Prime Minister or 
touched the British Constitution should 
be considered infinitesimal in that House. 
Without knowing it themselves, and 
without, he was sure, any intention on 
the part of the Government, they had 
been plunged deep into the mysteries of 
the British Constitution. He did not 
object to the specific arrangement pro- 
posed that day that this salary should 
be attached to this particular office so 
long as it was held by the Prime Minister, 
but questions had been raised as to the 
character of the oftice itself, and as to tho 
existence of any duties attached to the 
office. He thought the time had come 
when, before proceeding to vote a salary 
for an office to which they were told no 
duties were attached, they should have 
legal advice. He asked the Attorney 
General to tell them what was the legal 
status of this officer. He had _ before 
him the Act of Parliament of 1884, to 
which the hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
had referred. The Act declared that no 
legal instrument need, after that date, 
be passed under the Privy Seal. He 
wished to know whether that phrase 
included all the duties attached to the 
office of Lord Privy Seal ? 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said it did. 





Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON knew 
that the hon. Member thought so, but 
in a matter of this sort the Committee 
ought to be guided by its legal adviser. 
Did the Act of 1884 sweep away all the 
duties formerly attached to the office, 
and, if not, what were the duties now 
attached to it ? 


THe ATTORNEY 
Ropert FINtay, Inverness Burghs) said 
that the Committee should consider the 
matter in the light of common sense. 
Could it be supposed that before the 
passing of the Act of 1884 much time 
was actually spent by the Lord Privy 
Seal in passing legal instruments ? The 
Lord Privy Seal would not personally 
look after matters of that kind. The 
office had existed for a very long time. 
In other days there were duties attached 
to the office which had now become 
obsolete ; but the office had been re- 
tained, and it had proved extremely 
useful. It had generally been a Cabinet 
office, and he thought it was a very 
happy phrase which was used by the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for 
North-East Manchester, that the holder 
of the office had on one occasion been a 
sort of ** odd man “ in the Cabinet, ready 
to do any duty. The right hon. and 
learned Gentleman did not pretend that 
the duties were onerous. but the Act of 
1884 did not abolish the oftice altogether. 
The truth was that the office existed. 
it had been held for a long time past by 
a Cabinet Minister, and he ventured to 
think that an oftice of this kind, with no 
departmental duties attached to it, might 
be extremely useful. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said this 
question had been raised without any 
personal reference at all to Lord Salis- 
bury. It was purely as a matter of 
expediency affecting the public service 
that his hon. friend had raised it. What 
they objected to on that side of the House 
was that they were asked to vote for the 
re-establishment of an office which was 
neither fish, flesh, fowl, nor good red 
herring—an office to which no duties 
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They were asked practi- 
cally—and this was the complaint—to 
vote a salary, not for an office, but for a 
particular individual. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the House had 
said that if Lord Salisbury resigned the 
oftice of Lord Privy Seal the salary would 
cease with his leaving the oftice. It 
seemed to him an unconstitutional pro- 
posal that they should vote a salary, not 
for an office, but for a person. What 
they desired was to have a Prime Minister 
with a proper salary. He certainly 
thought, so far as the debate had gone. 
that the general feeling was that the 
Prime Minister ought not to receive a 
salary from the country of lesser amount 
than that of any of his colleagues. He 
was merely looking at this question from 
the point of view of the public service, 
and he was bound to say that he agreed 
with the hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
that they ought to have created at the 
present moment an office tor the Prime 
Minister in the House of Lords. He 
hoped the Government would take that 
into consideration. He knew they could 
not do it off-hand. but he thought that 
a great many Members felt very strongl\ 
that a suitable office ought to be created 
for the Prime Minister. as well as a suit- 
able office for the Leader of the House of 
Commons. 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk. Stowmarket) 
suid the Prime Minister was regarded 
with great respect on both sides of the 
House. They were lucky in having got 
the Prime Minister so cheap. The hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn had put forward 
a most unconstitutional doctrine. He 
actually said that the Prime Minister 
and the Leader of the House of Commons 
should exchange their respective official 
positions. The hon. Member tor King’s 
Lynn brought in the Duke of Wellington 
as a great constitutional authority. He 
never thought the hon. Member would 
subscribe to the opinion that the First 
Lord of the Treasury in the House ot 
Commons should give up control of the 
purse, or that he would go further and 
say that Lord Salisbury should be First 
Lord of the Treasury in the other House. 
They had always understood it to be the 
privilege of the House of Commons to 
have control of the purse. The doe- 
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trine laid down by the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn was quite unworthy of the 
hon. Member. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) re- 
gretted that the Attorney General had 
not indicated to the Committee the 
duties now attached to the office of Lord 
Privy Seal. The Act of Parliament 
expressly said that no instrument need 
be passed under the Privy Seal; the 
office of Lord Privy Seal had ceased to 
have any utility. True in old times 
Privy Seal was an important office, and 
through the holder of it the sanction of 
the Sovereign was expressed in relation 
to many matters ; but that importance 
no longer existed. He thought the 
First Lord of the Treasury should be a 
Member of the House of Commons, 
but that did not solve the question. They 
had now a 20-horse power Cabinet. 
There was no precedent in history for a 
Cabinet of twenty learned and unlearned 
Lords, and surely out of the score one 
might be First Lord of the Treasury and 
sit in the Commons. How right hon. 
Gentlemen and noble Lords should shift 
and settle their offices he would not pre- 
sume to suggest, but certainly he de- 
sired the presence of the present First 
Lord of the Treasury so long as they 
were afflicted with the present Admini- 
stration. In these parlous times they 
had no right to saddle the country with 
a salary of £2,000 a year for an office 
which had not existed since 1884. They 
were not in such affluent circumstances, 
in such golden times, in such rosy 
seasons that, with an income tax of prob- 
ably 1s. 6d. in the £1, and an addition 
to the National Debt of £100,000,000, 
the interest for which the taxpayers 
must provide, they could throw away 
£2,000 a year. With Irish unselfishness 
he would not grudge the Prime Minister 
£2,000 if he thought he needed it, but 
that was out of the question, and he 
doubted if constitutionally the House 
would be justified in voting the money : 
but in any case there was no reason for 
doing so. If the Prime Minister chose to 
give up the seals of the Foreign Office 
for the purpose of getting rid of some of 
the Cabinet, and replacing them by other 
followers, he ought to do it at his own 


expense. 


{1 Marcu 1901} 





’ 


mentary) Estimates. 282 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : 
‘rather thought that the speech we have 
just heard might have been considered 
a worthy termination of a debate which 
has not been very serious or addressed 


| should have 


to any very serious constitutional pro- 
blem. So far as I can discover, three 
main objects have been had in view by 
hon. Members in the criticisms they have 
offered. In the first place they have 
repeated that rather time-worn attack 
upon the association of the office of Prime 
Minister with the post of Foreign Necre- 
tary. The Leader of the Opposition 
dwelt at length on that subject, and the 
hon. Member for Scotland Division fol- 
lowed his example. We do not agree 
with the view expressed. We think that 
the period Lord Salisbury was able to 
devote to the offices of Prime Minister 
and Foreign Secretary combined was 
marked by great benefit to the country, 
and if that combination has ceased it is 
not because in Lord Salisbury’s opinion, 
and certainly not in that of his colleagues, 
it was otherwise than beneficial, but 
because, unfortunately, the strength of 
the Prime Minister is not equal to sup- 
porting the weight of two such onerous 
offices at the same time. A less amiable 
object hon. Members have had in view 
is an attack on the Colonial Secretary. 
[“ No.” ] Certainly three or four speakers 
explained at length that, had not the 
Prime Minister been also Foreign Secre- 
tary a year and a half ago, there would 
not have becn war in South Africa. I 
am surprised at the extraordinarily 
minute knowledge displayed of what 
goes on in the Cabinet by gentlemen 
who are not there. They speak with 
absolute assurance of the relations of one 
Minister to another, and of matters upon 
which they can have n» knowledge, all 
founded on conjecture springing from 
party zeal and a fervid imagination. 
The third object of the debate appears to 
me to be to turn the Prime Minister into 
the First Lord of the Treasury, and the 
First Lord of the Treasury into the Lord 
Privy Seal. That was the amiable sug- 
gestion of my hon. friend the Member for 
King’s Lynn. He said, as others have 
said, that commonly, though very far 
from universally, the office of Prime 
Minister has becn associated with the 
office of First Lord of the Treasury ; 
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and that was justified by the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite on the ground that 


the First Lord of the Treasury had little 


or no administrative work to perform. 


Well, that is true even in a greater 


degree in regard to the Lord Privy Seal, 
and if the fact that the First Lord of the 
Treasury has not any Department is a 
good reason tor very frequently associa- 
ting with that office the Prime Minister 
ship, it appears ample justification for the 
course the Government has actually 
taken, which is that of choosing an office 
which has never been abolished, which 
is legally constituted, and has been con- 
tinuously filled by some member of the 
Government up to the present moment, 
on the very ground that it has not got 
duties associated with it, and that there- 
fore the holder of the office has ample 
leisure for carrying out the great duties 
of Prime Minister. ‘Then my hon. friend 
the Member tor King’s Lynn thinks 
that as the Leader of the House has 
nothing to do, as he leads a leisured life, 
a life of ease and luxury, the office is not 
worthy of its emolument. Well, Sir, I 
wish my hon. friend would for a week 
fill the office which he is so eminently 
qualified to adorn ; his well-known appe- 
tite for work, | think, would find ample 
satisfaction. Whether or not his parti- 
cular style of Parliamentary oratory 
would be suited to the special functions 
of the Leader of the House, at all events 
I am certain he would not find it a 
sinecure office. But my hon. friend fell 
into one mistake. He said, truly enough, 
that the position of Prime Minister should 
be a position of dignity, but added that 
therefore he should be First Lord of the 
Treasury instead of being Lord Privy 
Seal. Asa matter of fact, the First Lord 
of the Treasury has no technical dignity 
or rank, he ranks behind every Secretary 
of State in point of dignity, and the Lord 
Privy Seal ranks before every Secretary 
of State in point of dignity. The Lord 
Privy Seal is next, I think, to the Lord 
President of the Council and the Lord 
Chancellor. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


W hen he is a peer. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. It is a 
position of the highest dignity, and is 


Mr. A, aE Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
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therefore very suitable for the Prime. 


Minister; and I can see no objection 
whatever to the course which the Govern- 
ment have pursued, except the singular 
objection which has been urged with 
kind persistency by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, that the salary of £2,000 a year 
is not adequate for the Prime Minister 
of this country. 
but this is all that has been suggested by 
the Prime Minister himself. If, however, 


I understand that. nemine contradicente.. 


a larger amount would be unanimously 
voted, if I could receive some assurance 
that that would pass without debate, 
discussion, or the expenditure of time, it 
might be worth considering whether the 
Vote might not be withdrawn and a 
higher salary proposed. But, on the 
whole, I am inclined to think that, how- 
ever generous hon. Gentlemen may be 
in these suggestions of increased pay 
when these suggestions have not the 
immediate effect of expediting public busi- 
ness, their ardour would notably cool if 
the proposal were made ; and | am con- 
vinced that we should find a remarkable 
and unexpected number of persons 
who, when it came to the point. would 
say that, after all. if the Prime Minister 
was content with £2,000 it would be 
perfectly monstrous in these hard times 
to extract from the hard-wrung British 
taxpayer an additional £3,000. In these 
circumstances | venture to suggest to 
the House that our policy is in accordance 
with constitutional usage, that it gives 
to the Prime Minister an office of great 
dignity which, outside his duties as Prime 
Minister, inflicts on him no extra labour 
and involves no expenditure of time, and 
that it is an arrangement which is econo- 
mical to the taxpayer. I do not think 
any other arrangement which could be 
suggested could combine all those advan- 
tages, or even a majority of them. I 
venture to suggest, therefore. that the 
House might now consent to accept the 
arrangement, which, as far as I can judge, 
meets all the necessities of the case. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I do not desire 
to attack any hon. Member opposite. I 
am quite ready to admit. for the sake of 
argument, that right hon. Gentlemen 
sitting on the Treasury Bench are in the 
estimation of every one of their followers 


I do net deny that, 
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Prime most fitted to sit on that bench, and I am | be reduced if he went wrong. He thought. 
jection. also prepared to admit that every gentle- Lord Salisbury was the most eminent 
whee man on that Bench is best fitted to occupy statesman and most valuable Foreign 
ngular the particular office he holds; but not- Secretary. and he had the highest opinion 
: with withstanding the great wisdom of these of his general ability, but nevertheless 
esion gentlemen they are in my opinion now he for one reason would support the 
Mee Ane doing a thing in a very stupid manner. Amendment. He would frankly state 
=— Their object is perfectly legitimate— why. It was because on a recent occa- 

namely. to give a salary to the Prime sion Lord Salisbury gave very bad advice 
- by Minister. Why do they not propose a to the Sovereign. He did not support 
ahieg salary for the Prime Minister, instead of the Amendment because Lord Salisbury 
ei giving him a salary by a bye-wind and was called Lord Privy Seal, but because 
pores f reviving the dormant office of Lord in his opinion he very badly advised His 
wna Privy Seal! No one would deny that the Majest y—— 

_— Prime Minister should have private 

ae secretaries, and that they should be *Tye CHAIRMAN : Order, order! The 
ad « paid. No one would wish to vote against jon, Member cannot on this Vote bring 
: ie that part of the Vote, but the reason up a matter, of that sort. 

wee why I intend to vote against the salary 

se is of the Lord Privy Seal is that I consider Cees OA wd dks oe 
it more consistent with the dignity ot Dae ae 

pay this House that when we have a Prime bow to the Chairman decision, and be 

the Minister we ought to vote him a salary, he could not bring forward his special 
husi- and an adequate salary. It is said that Poimt he would not take up the time ot 
ool if eggs mc Alaa * ete: ) the Committee. Everyone would, how- 

pr the Prime Minister has no constitutional bib -aiiianiaiateal amare supported’ <i 
kable eget ngi-ordledr coreg sompraseigaae Amendment of the hon. Member for 
peat tence. not by statute but by usage. Ii Northampton 
oul the right hon. Gentleman would bring 


ities forward a motion such as he suggested, 
ste ie : see ———_, - 
giving a salary to the Prime Minister, so Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon - Trent) 


he far as T am concerned—and I think I said he intended to vote in favour of the 
itis] speak for many hon. Gentlemen on this Amendment. It seemed to him that the 
nara: side of the House—we are perfectly pre- Government were not proceeding in the 
as pared to support it. Iam ready to with- right way in the matter, and he would 
draw my Amendment if the right hon. oppose the motion, because it inflicted 
ance ‘ : : . 
ras Gentleman will carry out his own pro- £2,000 a year on the taxpayers. He 
aa posal. withdraw this Vote and propose an thought that there was plenty of money, 
ee adequate salary for the Prime Minister. I if properly distributed, to properly pay 
ies heg to move the reduction of the Vote all the members of the Cabinet. The: 
aa by £758. question was, how was it to be allocated ? 
ane If there was to be a Prime Minister, by 
snk Motion made, and Question proposed, all means let him be paid liberally and 
oie “That a sum, not exceeding £257, be generously, but he did not think that, at 
jas granted for the said service.” (Mr.|@ time like the present, any additional 
“y Labouchere.) burden should be placed on the country. 
the ‘ 
the COLONEL NOLAN said, as was pointed beeicas se 
Ize, out by the hon. Member who had just 
spoken. one great advantage of the Prime ‘The Committee divided :—Ayes, 107 ; 
Minister having a salary was that it could | Noes. 183. (Division List No. 31.) 
ire 
I AYES. 
of 
a Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) | Boland, John , ; | Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Allen, Chas. P.(Glouc.,Stroud) | Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Carew, James Laurence 
the Ambrose, Robert | Burke, E. Haviland- Carvill, Patrick George H. 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Caldwell, James Channing, Francis Allston. 
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Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J, 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutty, William J. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burden 
Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.CharlesH. 


Acland- Hood ,Capt.SirAlex.F 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edwin Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bond, Edward 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex 
Bowles, T.Gibson( King’sLynn 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
dull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Contts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 


Chamberlain, Kt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
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Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.JohnP. (Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Md 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
(’Connor,James(Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly James(Rose’mmon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 


NOES. 


Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Cook, Frederiek Lucas 
Corhett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar, T. R.(T’rH mlets,S. Geo 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir JosephCocktield 
Douglas, Kt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.( Mane. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H. (CityofLond 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
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O'Shaughnessy, J. P. 
Pickard, Berjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea,) Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE.( Waterford) 
tickett, J. Compton 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
toche, John 

Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sullivan, Donal 


Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas,.}’. Freeman-( Hastings 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Warner, ThomasCourtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson,Chas. Henry( Hull,W.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.( Huddersf’ 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES- 
Mr. Labouechere and Mr. 
Dalziel. 


Gore, Hon. F. 8S. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Hon. George JJ. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, Walford D.(Wedn’sbr’y 
Greene, Sir E. W.(BurySt. Ed. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd nd’rry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’uth 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Jas. (Staffords., N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hope, J.F. (Shef’ld, Brightside 
Howard, Cap. J (Kent, Faversh. 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant ; 
Lee, Cap. A. H.( Hants, Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage | 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Kt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 5. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
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Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lueas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmo’th 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Calmont, Col. J.( Antrim, E. ) 
M‘Iver, Sir Lewis (Edinb., W.) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Milner, Rt. Hn.SirFrederickG. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G, (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David J.(Walthamst.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
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Plummer, Walter R, 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Rober t 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
tenwick, George 

tidley, Hon. M. W(Staly bridge 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
itchie, Rt Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
topner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler.Col.Samuel Alexander 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
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Stanley, HonArthuz(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dU ni.) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Win. E. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby,Lt-Col A.C.E(Taunton) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. 8S. (Stanley, E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks. } 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donal Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Percy, Earl 


Sinclair, Louis 


Spencer, Ernest 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 
Resolutions to be reported. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
~That a Supplementary sum, not ex- 
ceeding £110,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to detray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for Stationery, Printing, Paper, Binding, 
and Printed Books for the Public Ser- 
vice, 


Mr. FLYNN 


course of the discussion on these Supple- 


said that during the 


mentary Estimates they had had very ex- 
travagant sums to deal with; but the sum 
now asked for was sufficient to take away 
the breath of an ordinary Member of the 
House of Commons. A sum of £110,000 


was asked for printing and binding 
hooks. One would have thought that 


all the books in the British Museum could 
have been printed and bound for that 
sum. It was time to realise the condition 
of things to which the House of Commons 
had been reduced under the present 
Administration. Apparently the war 


was to be made the scapegoat for every | 
extravagance, possible and impossible. 
It was to be made the excuse for Supple- 


Shaw-Stewart,M. H.( Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington | 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,H.C(N’th’mb,Tyneside) | 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward | 


Young,Commander (Berks, E.} 

(Romford) 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and. 
Mr. Anstruther. 


(W. Bromwich) 


mentary Estimates absolutely without 
precedent. He defied the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer or the Financial Secre- 
tary to the Treasury to furnish a 
precedent for Supplementary — Esti- 
mates of such magnitude as they were 
now considering. They had only re- 
cently discussed a Vote of over £17,000 
for telegrams, which, however, might be 
accounted for by the high rates charged 
for telegrams to South Atrica and West 
Africa ; but, in his opinion, it was a most 
extravagant demand on the common 
sense of the country to ask for £110,000 
for such a comparatively inexpensive 
article as paper, which, in the present 
days of cheap production, could be pro- 
duced for a moderate sum. Was the 
Committee to be merely a body for regis- 
tering the decrees of the Government ? 
Ten years ago the Estimates were dili- 
gently, conscientiously, and carefully 
examined, but the House of Commons 
now had reached such a parlous condition 
—partly owing to the manner in which the 
Opposition had abrogated its functions 
as the guardian of the rights of the tax- 
payer—that all the Committee appeared 
able to do was. to cheerfully vote the 
sums asked for by the Government. In 
the Vote before the Committee the 
amount asked: for for printing for public 
_departments was £253,000, the original 
| Estimate being £216,000. That, was an 
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increase of £17,000. The next item— ‘on the Paper. The only explanation on 
paper for public departments—showed the Paper was that the large increase 
an increase of £53,000, which certainly ; was caused by the war, but the war was 
called for an explanation from the Secre- going on when the original Estimate was 
tary of the Treasury, without which he prepared. Why was not provision then 
hoped the Committee would not have to made for the stationery required in South 
vote it. He recognised that a some- Africa, and if such provision were made 
what exceptional condition of things how was it possible that such a large 
existed, and that a demand had been increase in the Estimate was now neces- 
made on the public service which would sary! This Supplementary Estimate 
not have been made in ordinary circum- suggested to him what he thought was 
stances, but he could not understand how really the explanation of all the in- 
:a Supplementary Estimate should be so creased Votes they were considering. 
excessive as to be a fifth of the original He believed that they had not had fair 
Estimate, especially when such a com- Estimates presented to them at the 
paratively cheap article as paper was beginning of the financial year, and 
concerned, ‘The item for binding showed that every Estimate was squeezed in 
an increase of £8,500, although there was order to make up for the cost of the 
no information as to whether wages had war. 

increased. One of the disadvantages of 

the present position was that in previous 

Parliaments there was a Secretary tothe Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | 
Treasury who was competent to fill the think there is one point which might 
position, and who had some knowledge 
of accounts. That position was now 
filled by a Minister, if he might eall him 
so. who, from the condition ot things, was 
a neophyte and an amateur, and could 
not give any explanation as to why the cluded in this Vote. Provision was 
Estimates had been so extravagantly made for the war when the. original 
increased. He thought the Committee Estimate was framed, but the hon. 
were entitled to something more than the 
scant courtesy and the bald explanation 
which had been given on previous Votes. 
He did not suppose there was any in- 
crease in the cost of material or labour, that that Estimate was framed in the 
and surely there could not be such an last months of 1899, when it could not 
enormous increase in the consumption be anticipated that the war would last so 
ot paper. An increase of £110,000 long, and no one can therefore be sur- 
might bea small matter to hon. Members prised that the provision which was then 
opposite, who displayed only the smallest made for what is called stationery has 
interest in the Estimates, and many of proved insufficient for a.war which is still 
whom could not tell the difference be- going on. There are other items in the 
tween a Supplementary and an ordinary ‘yo¢@ which are not connected with the 
Estimate, but hon. Members from Ireland 
were very much concerned in the swollen 


give rise to misapprehension unless I deal 
with it at onee. This is a Vote tor the 
Stationery Office, but the whole of it is 
not required for articles ordinarily in- 


Member for West Islington forgets. when 
he suggests that the war was in progress 


when we made the original Estimate, 


war, and which could not have been 
Lg : foreseen when the original Vote was 
Estimates which had been presented, framed. For instance, the Estimate was 
and also in the unsatisfactory manner in | framed on the assumption that the census 
which they had been submitted to the paper would be of the same quality as 
Committee. He trusted that they would ie Will at the let coun. bat the 
have a satisfactory explanation from the 


© Registrar General represented that a 
r'reasury as to how such an enormous 


: : better class of paper would be required. 
increase had been incurred. 


. — . ; Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) : Would the 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he | hon, Gentleman say how much of the 

thought that such a large increase re-|jnerease is due to the better census 
quired more explanation than was given | paper ? 


Mr. Flynn 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, 
sir; £600. If I may 
instance, | would mention the new forms 
of discharge required in the mercantile 
marine. The Stationery Office has to 
supply the demands of the other offices, 
I understand that a book instead of a 
loose paper is now required for the better 
protection of the mercantile marine, and 
that accounts for a sum of £1,300 of the 
extra Supplementary Estimate. I only 
mention these facts to show how the 
Estimate is made up, and also to show 
that these sums are sums which the 
Stationery Office could not have refused. 
With regard to the war, an enormous 
supply of paper is required for packing 
purposes as well as for stationery. There 
has been an increased expenditure for 
stationery in the ordinary sense of the 
word, and there has also been an in- 
creased demand for books of various 
kinds required on military service, as 
well as an increase in the printing for the 
Army in consequence of its increased 
size. Up to 1899 the War Office itself 
supplied all the paper it required for 
packing purposes, but since then the 
Stationery Office has been called upon to 
supply it. The items I have mentioned, 
and other items of a similar kind, account 
for the increased Vote, and I think 
there is very little in it that could 
have been foreseen. I cannot therefore 
accept the blame which the hon. Member 
for West Islington casts on the Sta- 
tionery Office for not having foreseen 
this expenditure. 


Sin THOMAS ESMONDE said the 
Vote gave him an opportunity of raising 
a question which he had long been 
anxious to raise, but which he was un- 
able to bring forward before owing to 
the peculiar way in which the Estimate 
had been presented in recent years. 
Ireland would have to pay a large pro- 
portion of the Vote, and he should like 
to know what value she was to get for 
her money. He should like to ask the 
Secretary for the Treasury where the 
paper provided for in this Vote came 
fron? He had seen some specimens of 
the paper on which the War Office did 
their correspondence, and certainly it 
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give another 
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could not be much worse. He did not 
know whether it was made in Germany, 
but it was extraordinarily bad paper. 
He wished to know whether any of the 
paper purchased by the Stationery Office 
was made in Ireland, and whether Irish 
firms were given any facilities for ten- 
dering for contracts for paper. Extra- 
ordinarily good paper was made in Ire- 
land. He did not know whether the 
paper used in the House of Commons 
was of Irish manufacture, but certainly 
quite as good paper was made in that 
country. He should like to receive an 
assurance from the hon. Gentleman that 
if Irish contractors had not been given 
an opportunity of tendering in the past, 
such opportunity would be given to 
them in the future. With reference to 
binding, that was one of the few arts 
still preserved in Ireland, and he would 
make the same request with regard to 
that. It seemed to him that a certain 
amount of the public expenditure such 
as was mentioned in the Estimate might 
be spent in Ireland with great advan- 


tage. 


mentary) Estimutes, 


Mr. TULLY said he thought that 
the Secretary to the Treasury when 
he was explaining the Vote forgot that 
the total Estimate for 1900-1 was over 


£600,000, whereas the Estimate for 
1889--9 was only £498,000. There had 
therefore been an increase of over 


£100,000, exclusive of the increase which 
had been put down to the war. The 
total amount now to be voted for printing 
and stationery was nearly three-quarters 
of a million. When the President of 
the Board of Agriculture was Secretary 
to the Treasury, he boasted in 1898 that 
he had reduced the figures for that year 
by £50,000, but instead of any decrease 
being effected in the present year there 
was an increase of £110,000, without 
any adequate explanation. The hon. 
Gentleman said that the Stationery 
Office was getting a better class of paper, 
but the better quality of paper had not 
fluctuated very much in price. It 
was the cheaper qualities of paper that 
were affected by the war. The war 


interfered with wood pulp paper, be- 
cause steamers were taken for transport 
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purposes, and also because there was a 
rise in the price of chemicals. When 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
was Secretary to the Treasury, he went 
direct to the mills instead of going to 
contractors, but he could not get any 
tenders from the mills, because they 
were warned that if they tendered they 
would be boycotted by the contractors. 
Owirg to transactions such as that, 
the Government were unable to obtain 
paper from the mills, with the result 
that £110,000 had to be added to the Esti- 
mates in one vear. When the President 
of the Board of Agriculture was striving 
to reduce these enormous figures, all 
sorts of difficulties were put in his 
way. He attempted to get the rcporting 
of the House of Commons done cheaper, 
and the plan was adopted of slinging a 
cheap contract at his head. He went in 
for getting a low tender, and got a very 
bad contractor, who made a complete 
mess of the printing and publishing 
the debates of the House. By that means 
discredit was sought to be cast on the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
beause of his efforts to reduce the expen- 
diture of the Stationery Office. He 
thought some explanation should have 
heen given as to why £110,000 had to 
be added to the original Estimate. In- 
formation should given as to 
who were the contractors for the supply 
of stationery used in the public Depart- 
ments. Had the hon. Gentleman the 
present Seerctary to the Treasury 
attempted to follow in the footsteps 


also be 


ot his predecessor ! Did he go to 
the mills tor paper; and if he went 
to the mills, did he secure tenders: 
and if he did not, did not that prove 
that the ring which existed in the 
old days still existed ? Although 


nearly three-quarters of a million was 
expended in printing and _ stationery, 
if the public wanted a Blue-book an 
almost prohibitive price was put upon it. 
A Blue-book which could, 
if produced in a_ sufficient quantity, 
be obtained for 3d. or 4d. If the hon. 
Gentleman would put Blue-books at a 
low price on the market, the result would 
prove very remunerative. A daily news- 


now cost bs. 


paper might cost £1,000 to produce, but it | 
was sold at a Id. or 3d., whereas the 
Vote 


Office put on a 


{COMMONS} 


Blue-book 
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the price they thought it cost to 
produce. They sold perhaps 500 
books at one shilling, whereas jf 


they offered 1,000 or 1,500 books at 
6d. they would realise a substantial 
profit. He asked the hon. Gentleman 
whether he would not go in for such a 
system. He did not think there was 
any justificaticn for the enormous in- 
crease now asked for. The better quality 
of paper used had very little to do with 
it, and if the money was not spent on 
paper, did it go as wages! The rate of 
wages for compositors had not increased 
in London. On the contrary, an effort 
was made to reduce it, and therefore no 
part of the increase went to the working 
man. He noticed that ‘Small Stores” 
were responsible for £29,000 of the in- 
crease. It was very convenient in draw- 
ing up an Estimate to cloak a lot of things 
under the title of “Small Stores.” He did 
not think such an item could justify an 
increased expenditure of £29,000. Then 
there was an increase of £1,000 for 
parchment, and an increase of £53,000 
for paper. He could not 
items. 


accept such 


It being midnight, the Chairman left 
the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Mon- 
day next ; Committee also report Pro- 


gress ; to sit again upon Monday neat. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR. 
Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right hon. 


Gentleman say whether there is any 
truth in the report published in an 
evening paper that Lord Kitchener has 
heen captured by De Wet ? 


THe PARLIAMENTARY — SECRE- 
TARY To THE TREASURY (Sir WILLIAM 
WaLronpb, Devonshire, Tiverton) : I have 
heard nothing about it. 


Adjourned at three minutes after 


Twelve of the clock till 


Monday next. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 4th March, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL 


BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with : 

Omagh Gas [H.L.]. 

Royal Exchange Assurance [H.L. |. 

Faversham Water [H.L.]. 

Shettield District Railway [H.L.]. 

Cardiff Railway [H.L.]. 

Nitrate Railways Company [H.L. ]. 

Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and 


Water [H.L. }. 
The same were ordered to lie on the 


SOUTH LANCASHIRE 
BILL [4.1]. 


read 1¢; 


TRAMWAYS 


Presented ; and referred to 


: the Examiners. 


x 
/, 


Wsterisk (*) at the ce 


Tn 


WATFORD AND DISTRICT 
WAYS BILL [u.t.}. 


TRAM- 


WIGAN CORPORATION 


BILL [H.L.}. 
Presented, and read 1¢, 


TRAMWAYS 


AND 
BILL 


PORTMADOC, BEDDGELERT, 
SOUTH SNOWDON RAILWAY 
[H.L. ]. 


STRATTON AND BUDE 
[H.L.]. 


GAS BILL 


Read 2". 

RETURNS, REPORTS, 
ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSION. 
Fifty-third Report from the Ecclesiasti- 


ETC. 


cal Commissioners for England ; with an | 


appendix. Presented [by Command], and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889 | 


Abstract of Accounts for the Univer- 
sity of Glasgow for the year ended 30th 
September, 1900, 


Report on the State of the Finances of 
VOL. CX. 


[FourTH SERIES. ] 


1901} 


being the Annual | 
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|the University under the provisions of 
| Section 30 of the Act. 

INCLOSURE, ETC., 

1868. 
| Fees to be taken in respect of transac- 
tions under the Agricultural Holdings 
Acts, 1883 to 1900, in accordance with 
the provisions of the Act. 


EXPENSES ACT, 


COMMONS ACT, 1876. 

Reports by the Board of Agriculture 
upon an application for— 

1. A provisional Order for the inclo- 
sure of the open fields and the heath and 
wastes in the parish of Sutton, in the 
county of Northampton. 

2. Provisional Orders for the regulation 
of the common and for the inclosure of 
the open fields respectively, at Skipwith, 
in the East Riding of the county of York. 


MILITIA ACT, 1882 (DEPUTY 
LIEUTENANTS). 

Returns of descriptions of qualification’ 
of Deputy Lieutenants, lodged during 
1900, as furnished to the Chief Secretary 
for Lreland. 


Laid befere the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


NAVAL MANCEUVRES AND MER- 
CHANT SHIPPING. 

Lorp MUSKERRY : I wish to ask the 
noble Earl the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty if he is quite sure as to the correct- 
ness of the answer he gave to a question 
I put to him on Thursday last. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (The Earl of SELBORNE): I stated 
in answer to the noble Lord on Thursday 
last that the Admiralty had had no com- 
munication of any sort from the Merchant 
Service Guild before October of last year 
on the subject which the noble Lord 
brought before the House. That was a 
mistake. A communication had _ been 
received in April. 


LIGHT LOAD-LINE BILL {u.1.}. 
[SECOND READING. ] 
Order of the Day for the 
| Reading read. 
- *Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, this 


Second 


|is the third time the question of the 
' oL 
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under-ballasting of ships has been before 
your Lordships’ House. On the two 
former occasions, in February, 1898,7 
I went very fully into the subject, and 
gave instances of vessels that were 
nearly lost, and one that was lost, for 
want of sufficient ballast. I also read 
to your Lordships a number of letters, 
or extracts from letters, from captains 
of ships. all setting forth the great 
danger " under-ballasting. I have re- 
ceived a great number of letters since 
from ¢é aeins on the same subject and to 
the same effect. They point out the great 
danger that is run, and how very help- 
less an unballasted ship is in bad weather. 
They also give a number of cases where 
the vessels have been lost or severe 
damage done, and refer to the very 
narrow escapes ot others—all due to the 
want of sufficient ballast. In short, 
the universal opinion amongst ship cap- 
tains is that they are far safer in an over- 
laden vessel than in one that is under- 
laden, as in the former case the ship 1s 
at least under command, while in the 
latter case they are completely helpless 
and can do nothing. 

While the Board of Trade is quite 
satisfied with the competency of these 
captains to command their ships and to 
take charge of lives and of an immense 
amount of very valuable property, yet 
they treat their opinions on this subject 
with contempt, and attach no impor- 
tance to them. ‘Therefore, my Lords, 
it would be useless for me to take up your 
time by reading—with the exception of 
two—any more extracts from their 
letters ; but | would remind your Lord- 
ships that an underladen vessel is not 
only in danger herself, but is a great 
source of danger to others. Masters of 
cross-channel steamers, both in the 
English and Irish Channels, have told 
me how utterly helpless these under- 
ballasted vessels are in bad weather, 
and how, when meeting such vessels, 
they have to take special care to give 
them a very wide berth. I will give 


vour Lordships some opinions from 


other sources that may have more weight | which it undoubtedly deserves.” 
with the Board of Trade, though I think | 
captains who | 
| writers’ 
behaviour in all sorts and conditions of | 


that the opinions of the 
have handled these ships and seen their 


+t See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. liii., pages 615 and 1506, 


Lord Muskerry. 
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weather are most valuable and deserving 
of the highest consideration. 

I will commence by giving the opinion 
of a shipbuilder. At a meeting of the 
Institute of Naval Architects, held on 
21st July, 1899, under the preside ney of 

Edward J. Reed, K.C.B., M.P.. Mr. 
B. Hunter (an eminent shipbuilder), 
in the course of a paper on “ Large 
Atlantic Cargo Steamers,” stated that— 

“‘It is recorded in Lloyd's list that 173 
steamships were disabled in 1898, mostly in 
the Atlantic, through failure of shafting. It 
is stated that fifty- three similar accidents 
occurred in April, May, and June of this year 
(1899). This can, I think, be regarded as 
highly unsatisfactory. T he cause usu: lly as- 
signed for these aecidents is the practice 
of steaming outwards from evens to 
American ports in ball ast, and generally with 
very insufficient ballast.” 


In the discussion which followed there 
was a consensus of opinion in favour of 
Mr. Hunter’s remarks, Colonel Swan. 
another eminent shipbuilder, stating 
that he was quite in accord with the 
general conclusions of Mr. Hunter, par- 
ticularly so in reference tc the ballasting 
of large ships. It had, he said, always 
been a surprise to him that shipowners 
and underwriters had been content for 
so long to allow vessels to be sent across 
the Atlantic so insufficiently ballasted. 
As a need generally produces a remedy. 
so in this case Mr. MeGlashan’s ballast 
tanks and Captain Chaddock’s patent 
hatch have been brought out to enable 
vessels to take sufficient ballast at a com- 
paratively small cost. I hear that some 
modern vessels have been fitted with 
these tanks, and give great satisfaction. 
I now come to the underwriters. The 
following is a letter I have received from 
the Secretary of Lloyd’s— 

“The Committee of Lloyd's have heard with 
pleasure that your Lordship is abont to intro- 
duce the Light Load-line Bill into the House 
of Lords, and the Committee request me to 
assure you of their approval of the principle of 
the Bill, which is evidently called for by the 
number of vessels which the Committee have 
to declare as missing, involving sometimes a 
heavy loss of life. The Committee trust that 
the proposed Bill may meet with the support 


The Secretary of the Liverpool Under- 
Association sends the following 
communication— 


“This matter was considered by my com- 
mittee to-day, and I am instructed to say that 
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they consider that the losses arising from 
vessels sailing with insufficient and improperly 
secured ballast are so serious as to warrant 
legislation on the subject, and they cordially | 
approve the principle embodied in Lord | 
Muskerry's Light Load-line Bill.” 


| 
I will now quote the opinion given by Sir | 
Edward Reed, who was at one time | 
Constructor to the Royal Navy. He 
stated that the only vessel he ever owned 
was lost through the neglect of the 
managers in sending her round the 
coast with insufficient ballast. Another 
naval architect, Mr. H. B. Wortley, in 
the course of a very interesting paper read 
before the Shipping Masters’ and Officers’ 
Society on the subject of “ Ballasting,”’ 
said— 

“It is quite impossible to dwell too forcibly 
upon the evils of sending ships to sea insuffi- | 
ciently immersed, and the disasters of the 
past winter have been quite sufficient alone to 
emphasise this. The under-load-line record for 
1898, as published by the Syren, represents a , 
mass of human life and capital at stake which 
is appalling in its immensity.” 


From a captain’s letter just recently 
written, in making a passage across the 
Atlantic Ocean, | quote the following— 


“T trust that the Light Load-line Bill will 
very shortly be an accomplished fact. Here I 
am with no ballast, except the ordinary water 
ballast and just sufficient coal to take me to 
my destination, rolling rails under, and with a 
beam wind, just goine to leeward like a mere 
balloon on the water, our draft being 11ft. 
jin. It is enough to give one softening of the 
brain. Perhaps you think I have it for coming, 
but the precious dollar has to be earned.” 


| do not think that any one of your 
Lordships would like to have been in 
that vessel; and I may say that all 
under-ballasted vessels behave in exactly 
the same way. Here is a letter I have 
received from another captain 

“When acting as chief officer of the S.S. 
‘Rutherglen’ whilst in ballast, to save her 
from going on the Lizards we had to keep her 
going full speed astern for about six hours, the 
vessel being totally unmanageable. Also, 
when master of the 8.S. ‘ Drummond’ in bal- 
last, bound from the Continent to Barry, the 
vessel could not be handled, and in endeavour- 
ing to round the Land’s End we had to put 
back to Falmouth no less than three times.” 


The Institute of Marine Engineers has 
lately devoted two or three meetings to 
the consideration of this question. It 
involves no disrespect to the Institute 
to say that among its members there is 
a diversity of opinion as to the relative | 
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importance of the several causes which 
tend to produce shaft failure. On one 
point, however, there appears to be 
pretty general agreement, and that is 


'that an increase both in the size and 


durability of the shaft is not necessarily 
a guarantee of safety when vessels are 
persistently driven across the Atlantic 
with insufficient ballast. 

Now, my Lords, I will take the opinion 
of two of His Majesty’s judges. Mr. 
Justice Barnes, dealing with a case that 
came before him, said— 

‘Nearly every salvage case which we get 
now is owing to the breakage of the pro- 
peller.” 


Mr. Justice Phillimore said— 


“There is nothing more dangerous to life 
and property than this practice of sending 
vessels on winter voyages in these northern 
seas without ballast, and if the owners ha to 
pay he was not at all sorry, and if the under- 
writers had to pay it was their own fault for 
ineurring such risks.” 


These are the views of two judges who 
have had a good deal ot opportunity of 
entering into these matters. My noble 
friend the Earl of Dudley, when replying 
to me on a former occasion. stated that 
the Board of Trade surveyors had full 
power to detain any ship that was in- 
sufficiently ballasted. That may be so. 
but how are they to judge unless they 
have some guide, such as this Bill pro- 
poses? You would surely not expect 
these surveyors to go on board a ship 
just before sailing and make an intricate 
calculation as to the depth the vessel 
should be immersed to be safe. Do you 
think they will take that responsibility ? 
I venture to say they will not, and you 
cannot blame them tor refusing. When 
I spoke on this subject in February, 1898, 
I asked if the Board of Trade was going 
to wait till some vessel was lost trom 
want of sufficient ballast before they took 
action. I will now quote some of the 
casualties from the official reports of the 
Board of Trade. In the case of the 
‘*Nonpareil’” the court of inquiry 
held at the Town Hall, Westminster, 
December last, stated that the vessel 
was not prematurely abandoned, and 
that the cause of her loss was that 
she was insufficiently ballasted to with- 
stand the weather she encountered ; 
no lives were lost by this casualty, 


L2 
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the crew being picked up by the “ Glen- 
goil.* 


**Report No. 5882.—The ship ‘ Midas,’ lost 
with all hands, numbering twenty-two, ona 
voyage from Nagasaki to Pertland, Oregon, 
the Court being of opinion that she was 
insufficiently and improperly ballasted for the 
voyage.” 


* Report No. 104.—The ship ‘Celtic Bard,’ 
which disappeared with all hands, numbering 
twenty-six, on a passage from Hong Kong to 
Vancouver, British Columbia. Captain A. 
Cunninghame, the inspector appointed by the 
Board of Trade, stated that she was not 
sufficiently and properly ballasted.” 

“Report No. 5971.—SS. ‘ Albion,’ stranded 
in Carnarvon Bay, on or about the 11th 
November, 1899. The Court of Inquiry, held 
at West Hartlepool, stated that the vessel was 
not sufficiently and properly ballasted when 
she left Holyhead on the 9th November last ” 

“Report No. 106.—The ship ‘ Laurel Bank, 
disappeared with all hands, numbering 29, on 
a passage from Shanghai to Portland, Oregon. 
Captain A. Cunninghame. the inspector 
appointed by the Board of Trade, stated that 
he was of opinion that the ship had not sufli- 
cient ballast when she left Shanghai.” 


“Report No. 6007. —SS. ‘ Ardbanhan,’ 
stranded and a total loss, on the 7th February, 
1900, half a mile south of Souter Point, County 
Durham. The Court stated that on her 
leaving Gravesend on the 5th February she 
was not at that time properly and sufficiently 
ballasted and in oad seaworthy trim for a 
voyage.” 

“Report No. 107.—Ship ‘Caradoc,’ disap- 
peared with all hands, numbering thirty, on a 
passage from Kobe, Japan, to Port Angeles, 
U.S.A. The inspector, Captain A. Cunning- 
hame, stated that he was of opinion that there 
was not a suflicient quantity of ballast on 
board the vessel.” 

“Report No. 6023.—SS. ‘Ethiopia,’ stranded 
on the 28rd February, 1900, at Oxwich, in the 


sristol Channel, whereby she substained 
damage. The Court of Inquiry, held on the 


22nd March, at Cardiff, states: ‘For the 
weather actually experienced on the voyage, 
commencing at Hamburg on the 17th February 
and terminating by the stranding of the vessel 
on the 23rd February, her ballasting appears 
to have been suflicient ; but if instead of fine 
weather and smooth sea the vessel had 
encountered such adverse conditions of weather 
as might reasonably be expected for such a 
voyage in February, the ballasting would have 
probably proved insufficient and a source of 
danger.’” 

** Report No. 112.‘ Dominion,’ sailed from 
Honolulu for Royal Roads, Vancouver, British 
Columbia, on the 19th January, 1899, with a 
crew of thirty hands and has not since been 
heard of. The inspector (Captain A. Cun- 
ninghame) appointed by the Board of Trade, in 
his report after the inquiry held by him, 
stated that: ‘I am of opinion that she was 
not properly and sufficiently ballasted,’ and 
further on states, ‘having regard therefore to 


the quantity of ballast and the trim im which 


Lord Muskerry. 
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the ‘“‘ Dominion” was when she left Honolulu, 
as inferred from the evidence placed before 
me, I am of opinion that she was not in a safe: 
condition for encountering bad weather.’ ” 


teport No. 111.—‘ Perseverance,’ left 
Probolingo. Java, on the 20th February, 1900 
for Neweastle, New South Wales, with a crew 
of twenty-eight hands, all told, and has not 
since been heard of. The inspector (Captain 
William Erskine) appointed by the Board of 
Trade, in his report to them after the inquiry, 
stated that the ballast was not sufficient in 
quantity to immerse the vessel so as to ensure 
her safe handling in a seaway in violent 
squalls, or in heavy weather.’ ” 


There are also at the present moment 
four ships—the “ Andrada,” the “ Ber- 
tha,” the “Cape Wrath.” and the 
“Rathdown "—who - sailed in_ ballast, 
and are long overdue, and_ still 
missing. My noble friend will doubtless 
point out to me that most of these ships 
sailed from foreign ports. That is quite 
true, but had they been marked as this 
Bill proposes, it would have been a guide 
to the masters in the same way as the 
present deep-load mark is. and the ships 
would have gone to sea properly  bal- 
lasted. One hundred and sixty-five lives 
have been lost, and how many 
perhaps in the four ships that are 
missing now! Who is_ responsible? 
[ say the Board of Trade. I do not wish 
to impute any blame to my noble friend. 
He does not give his own views on these 
matters, but speaks for the body he so 
ably represents in your Lordships’ House. 
In all the dealings I have had with him 
on this and kindred subjects he has 
always shown the greatest courtesy and 
kindness, and I am sure that personally 
he would be only too anxious and willing 
to do all in his power to further the 
interests of the mercantile marine. 
Other officers of the Board of Trade in 
private life I am sure are very estimable 
gentlemen, but taking the Board of 
Trade as a concrete body, I say it is 
morally guilty of the manslaughter ot 
these 165 people. Had the Board ot 
Trade accepted three years ago my 
proposal to place this light load-line mark 
on ships, in all human probability these 
lives would not have been lost. If a fair 
proportion of these unfortunate people 
had been passengers, the press of the 
country would have rung with the 
disasters, the Government would have 
been asked why ships were allowed to go 
to sea in so unseaworthy a condition, 
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and the Board of Trade themselves would 
have been forced by pressure of public 
opinion to introduce a similar measure— 
perhaps a much stronger one—to the 
one now before your Lordships. Can 
I, can anyone, bring forward stronger 
or more convincing arguments in favour 
of this Bill than those 165 poor creatures 
who have gone to what L may call a 
nameless grave for want of it? 
were not passengers whose names would 
have been published and their loss com- 
mented upon; they were only sailors 
earning their living. Who knows their 
names! The Register of Shipping 
should, I think, have a list of the crews, 
the friends they left behind, the wives 
and children who were dependent on 
some of them for their daily bread. 
Would you, my Lords, or would the 
general public outside shipping circles, 
ever have heard of these deaths if the 
matter had not been brought before your 
Lordships’ House? It is terrible to 
think how much sorrow, how much 
misery has been brought about for the 
want of a simple precaution. I am sure 
the noble Lord who represents the ship- 
owners will not now oppose this Bill. I 
cannot believe that they would ever 
dream of putting pecuniary interest in 
the balance against human life. At the 
best of times asailor’s life is a hard one; 
the unavoidable risks he has to run are 
many and great ; but when we find a great 
danger that is avoidable by legislating 
for it, surely it is our duty to do so. I 
earnestly hope you will pass the Second 
Reading of this Bill. It is a much-needed 
and urgent measure, and by doing so 
you will earn the gratitude of the whole 
seafaring community. I beg to move 
the Second Reading of the Bill. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read 
2°." —(Lord Muskerry.) 


*Lorp HENEAGE: My Lords, I rise 
‘to move the motion standing in my name 
for the rejection of this Bill. The noble 
Lord has given the House various statis- 
tics, but | would warn your Lordships 
against accepting them without careful 
examination. I will take one list as an 
example—the list which is published in 
the Syren, and a copy of which was, | 
believe, sent to every one of your Lord- 
ships. In that list it is asserted that 185 
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ships were lost principally through want 
of ballast and injury to shaft; but of 
those 185 cases, 95 were foreign ships, to 
which neither the Act of 1894 nor the 
present Bill could possibly apply, so that 
they must be deducted. That reduces 
the number of ships to 90, or one-half per 
cent. of the 20,209 vessels on the British 


| Register in the Registrar General’s return 
rl Py 
They 


for 1899. Butthatis not all, because the 
noble Lord’s Bill is directed to casualties 
to the shaft. Out of the total of 185, 
35 of the casualties or damages are 
described as due to broken propellers 
and not broken shafts, and I am informed 
that nearly every steamer afloat carries 
a spare propeller. [I hope, therefore, 
that your Lordships will not allow these 
statistics to weigh with you in considering 
this Bill. I have thought it right to 
explain them after the inferences drawn 
by the noble Lord. 


The statistics 
reports of the 


*Lorp MUSKERRY : 
are from the official 
Board ot Trade. 


*Lorp HENEAGE: I submit that 
the Bill is unnecessary ; that the settle- 
ment of the loadtine question in 1894, 
after most careful inquiry by a com- 
mittee of experts presided over by 
Sir Edward Reed, is working satis- 
factorily, and that the proposal in 
the Bill is utterly impracticable. The 
noble Lord does not fix the place where 
the light load-line is to be, except in 
vague and general terms, but this is 
the very essence of his proposal. The 
noble Lord leaves the level to the Board 
of Trade. I doubt if my noble friend 
who represents that Department will 
show due gratitude for his confidence, 
but I will leave him to deal with that 
point. The load-line was fixed by the 
Merchant Shipping Act of 1894. The 
sections dealing with this question 
are from 436 to 445 inclusive, but 
Sections 437 and 438 have alone any 
connection with this Bill. Section 437 
relates to the marking of deck-lines, 
and enacts that every British mer- 
chant ship over eighty tons shall be 
permanently and conspicuously marked 
with lines—in this Act called deck- 
lines—of not less than twelve inches 
in length and one inch in breadth, 
painted longitudinally on each side 
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amidships, or as near thereto as is practi- 
cable, and indicating the position of 
each deck which is above water. There 
are other directions as to colour and 
position of the deck-lines, which are 
to be white or yellow on a dark ground 
and black on a light ground. 
438 deals with the marking of the 
load-line under the special direction 
of the Board of Trade as to the level 
and position of the disc. The owner 
ot the vessel before proceeding to sea— 
“shall mark upon each of her sides amid- 
ships, within the meaning of Section 437, or 
as near thereto as practicable, in white or 
yellow on a dark ground, or in black on a 
light greund. a cireular dise 12 inches in 
diameter, with an horizontal line 18 inches in 
length down through its centre.” 


Your Lordships will therefore observe 
that the load-line is essentially different 
from the deck-lines in Section 437, 
which are for an entirely different 
object and must not be confused with 
the load-line. But what is the pro- 
posal of the Bill! The noble Lord by 
his Bill proposes to add a second load- 
line to be called the “light load-line ” 
identical with the present load-line, 
but marked on every vessel within 
the meaning of the Act of 1894 below 
the deck-lines prescribed by the Act. 
This. we say, is absolutely unnecessary, 
and it is not only an addition to but a 
revolution ot the law, and would create 
confusion and hardship to British ship- 
owners without reasonable cause. The 
present law has worked, we contend, 
satisfactorily. 

lf the responsible Department of 
the Board of Trade consider legislation 
necessary, let them legislate. I think 
the noble Lord has failed to show any 
necessity for the introduction of the 
Bill, and | deny that vessels are sent 
to sea so light as to be in a dangerous 
condition. I am sure we all desire to 
give the noble Lord every credit for 
his good intentions, with the object 
of saving life and property at sea; 
but we ask your Lordships to pause 
before you disturb the well-considered 
settlement of the loadline laws in 
1894 without any apparent necessity 
whatever. Even if the Bill passed 


it would only apply to British ship-| 


owners, and thus handicap them still 
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| vessels. We urge that it would be 
most unfair to harass the trade because 
less than one-half per cent. of the regis- 
tered British vessels have met with 
accidents to their shafts, especially when 
Lloyd’s Register in 1900 made amend- 
ments in their rules with a view of 
|reducing the number of accidents to 
shafts in British vessels. 

Where does the noble Lord propose 
to place his minimum or light load- 
line ! According to him it is to be placed 
at the minimum depth to which a 
vessel may be navigated under any 
circumstances. Therefore it must be 
placed in a position suitable for vessels 
being moved in ballast along the coast ; 
the same line has to do for a voy: ge 
across the Atlantic and also when 
vessels are going in ballast round Cape 
Horn. It does not require to be a 
seaman to know that under those 
varying circumstances the immersion 
would differ. I will leave the noble 
Earl who represents the Board of Trade 
to defend that Department from the 
attack that has been made upon it. 
That is not part of my duty. But | 
venture to say, on behalf of shipowners, 
that they believe the Bill to be ab- 
solutely unnecessary and impractical le, 
and that it would prove a delusion 
and a snare if it became an Act of Par- 


liament. For these reasons I move 
the rejection of the Bill. 
Moved, to leave out “now,” and 


insert at the end of the motion “ this 
day six months.”—(The Lord Heneage.) 


Tue Eart or GLASGOW : My Lords, 

I beg to associate myself with the noble 

Lord who has just spoken, and to second 

‘the motion for the rejection of the Bill. 
The Bill was moved in a very able speech 

by the noble Lord, who spoke in a very 

sympathetic manner with regard to the 
difficulties and the dangers which seamen 

have to encounter. As a sailor myself. | 

agree with a great deal he said, but | 

think the noble Lord fell into the not 

uncommon error of rather overstating 

his case. When he spoke so forcibly and 

strongly upon the loss of life which occurs 

through vessels being under-ballasted, he 

did not tell you how very small is the 

number of ships that are lost under those 


further in competition with foreign | circumstances. I am informed that of 


Lord Heneuge. 
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all the vessels that went to sea in the 
year 1900, only one-half per cent. suffered 
any casualties through being under- 
ballasted. 


There are other considerations which | 


move me to oppose this Bill. It 
must be remembered that none of 
the great shipping companies send their 
vessels to sea under-ballasted. This con- 
dition of things obtains chiefly in connee- 
tion with ships of the tramp class, that 
wander round the world trying to get a 
cargo and have great difficulty in making 
both ends meet. It is on the owners of 
these ships that the hardships would fall 
if this Bill passed. The result would be 
that the ships would have to be sold, and 


would probably fall into the hands of | 


foreign nations. Under the new orders 
of the Board of Trade certificates are not 


given to vessels that are not equipped | 


with much stronger propellers and shafts 
than used to be allowed, and, in addition 
to that regulation, there are new methods 
ot providing water-ballast. This is being 
adopted in all new vessels, and will render 
such accidents as have occurred hitherto 
less likely in the future. Therefore I 
think the evils to which the noble Lord 
has referred will gradually diminish as 
time goes on. We must remember that 
to shipowners, perhaps more so than 


toany other class, time is money, and that 


the time that would be lost by them in 
taking in ballast to go from port to port 
would be precious time. British ship- 
owners would be handicapped in their 
competition with foreign shipowners if 
this Bill passed, and | therefore trust 
that your Lordships will refuse to give 
ita Second Reading. 


*Lord KELVIN: My Lords, unless 
stronger arguments are put before the 
House than those we have already heard, 
it does appear to me that an exceedingly 
strong case has been made out in favour 
of the Bill. I cannot see any of the diffi- 
culties which have been described nor 
how the Bill can possibly be injurious to 
British shipmasters. I know it is urged 
against it that it will apply only to British- 
owned ships, and that foreign shipowners 
will be allowed with impunity to risk the 
safety of their ships and the lives of those 
on board by not complying with the con- 
ditions which this Bill seeks to impose. 
That appears to me no argument at all. 
The Bill gives a simple provision, and 
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;one which cannot be inconvenient or 
/expensive, or cause the detention of 
‘any ship which ought not to be de- 
tained, but which will make British 
ships and the lives of those on board 
safer than they would be without such 
legislation. That is, in my opinion, a 
ivery strong reason for passing it; 
'unless we hear something satisfactory 
from the noble Lord who represents 
'the Board of Trade in this House, in 
| respect to official action, to secure the 
objects for which the Bill is intended. 

We are told that there is a very strong 
wish that there should be no alteration 
in the present load-line law. It does not 
seem to me that any good reason for 
wishing no change in the present law has 
been submitted to your Lordships’ House. 
| The deep load-line mark was carried atter 
much opposition. We all remember how 
the Plimsoll load-line was opposed, but 
| we are now assured that it has proved 
most beneficial. J: my opinion, if this 
| Bill is carried it also will prove bene- 
ficial. What possible confusion can there 
be between two marks, even if they are 
of the same shape and colour—one for the 
deep load-line and the other for the light 
load-line? | intend to support the Bill 
unless I hear arguments which convince 
me that it ought not to be supported. 


THe Earn or DUNRAVEN: My 
Lords, | came down to the House with a 
perfectly unprejudiced mind on_ this 
question, but it occurs to me that the 
opposition to this Bill is illogical. In 
my opinion, the arguments which were 


/adduced by the noble Lord who moved 


the Second Reading have not been at all 
answered by my noble friend who moved 
the rejection of the Bill. I can quite 
understand the arguments which were 
used against the Plimsoll line and which 
were directed againstany interference with 
the liberty of shipmasters to do what they 
liked with their ships, or the arguments 
which were adduced against the danger 
of interfering with and adding difficulties 
to the competition of British shipowners 
with the owners of foreign vessels. But 
as the Legislature have thought it wise 
to protect seamen against the dangers of 
overloading, it seems perfectly logical 
and equally necessary to protect them 
against the dangers they incur by the 
ship being insufficiently ballasted. I do 
not pretend to say whether the Bill m 
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its details is workable or not. 
noble Lord opposite (Lord Heneage) 
said that confusion would arise on account 
of the two discs. That is a matter of 
detail ; but 1 think it would be perfectly 
easy to place the marks in such a way 
us not to cause ineonvenience. Unless 
| hear stronger arguments against it, | 
shall certainly support the Bill. 


THe SECRETARY to THE BOARD or 
TRADE (The Earl of DupLey): My 
Lords, I do not suppose that the House 
is desirous that this debate should be 
prolonged very much longer. as | know 
that some anxiety may be evinced to get 
on to the next item upon the Paper. 
But as this is a matter which 
under the purview of the Board of Trade, 
and as considerable reference has been 
made by noble Lords who have already 
spoken to the attitude previously adopted 
hy the Board of Trade, | hope that I may 
he excused if I take up the attention of the 
House for a tew minutes in this connec- 
tion. 

I may say at once that those who have 
looked into this matter at the Board of 
Trade are of opinion that at the present 
time there is no necessity for legislation 
upe ¢he lines of this Bill. [ venture 
to say, as a general principle, that legisla- 
tion of this kind, which seeks to tmpose 
an arbitrary restriction upon a great 
industry like the shipping industry, 
and which is at any rate opposed by a 
large proportion of those who carry 
on that industry and who own ships. 
ean only be justified if a very strong case 
is made out in its favour and if it is 
shown that considerable loss of life has 
occurred from the present state of things. 
My noble friend who introduced this Bill 
told the House that at the present time 
a great number of accidents occur to the 
machinery of vessels owing to those 
vessels being insufficiently immersed in 
the water. He quoted a few cases of acci- 
dents, which I shall refer to presently. 
I wish that he had told us how many 
vessels, in his opinion, suffer accident in 
the course of the year from reasons of 
this kind. J believe that the number, 
if you compare it with the total accidents 
to our shipping, is not large. A list has 
been circulated, to which reference has 
already been made, giving the number 
of accidents to the machinery of steam 


The Earl of Dunraven, 


comes 
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vessels during 1900 as 185. [Tam quite 
| prepared, as a basis of argument, to 
take that figure as correct; but J 
would, in the first place, point out that, 
even if 185 vessels did suffer accident 
to their machinery last year through this 
cause—which I do not admit—it only 
constitutes about a half per cent. of the 
| total of the world’s shipping. ‘Therefore 
the evil, looked at from the worst point of 
view, is not a great one, and it cannot be 
said that it is, at any rate up to now, of 
great pressing importance. 

I would go further. 1 would say that, 
even if these accidents to machinery 
take place, what my noble friend has to 
prove is that considerable risk or even 
loss of life occurs from the present state 
of things. I would submit to the House 
that accidents to machinery do not in 
themselves constitute a ground for legis 
lation. Of course, if it can be shown 
that those accidents result in loss of life. 
or even considerable risk to life, then no 
doubt Parliament would only be following 
many precedents in dealing with the 
matter, but until this can be shown the 
question is one which concerns owners. 
underwriters, and engineers much more 
than your Lordships’ House. 

i would call attention for a 
to the list to which reference has been 
made. We’ hear that 185 steamers 
suffered accident last vear through the 
failure of their propelling machinery ; 
but of those 185 cases thirty-seven are 
recorded as having lost their propellers. 
I am informed that if a vessel loses its 
propeller it does not at all follow that it is 
due to any excessive strain upon the 
machinery. A vessel may lose her pro- 
peller from many causes, even a fully 
laden common «a type ot 
accident is it that nearly all vessels now 
carry an extra propeller in order to 
guard against that contingency. ‘There- 
fore | do not think those who support 
this Bill can say that accidents of this 
character are due to the absence of 
legislation of this kind. If we eliminate 
these thirty-seven cases. there remain 
148 steamers which suffered accident 
last year principally of the kind known 
as tail-shaft breakages. A large pro- 
portion, however, of these ships were 
foreigners, and, as has already been 
pointed out, we cannot, of course, touch 
foreign vessels. Deducting the foreigners, 
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we have only to consider the case of 
seventy-six British vessels which suffered 
accident to their machinery last year 
from this cause. 

Two questions, therefore, arise in con- 
nection with these seventy-six vessels— 
firstly, were the accidents due to under- 
ballasting ; and, secondly, did those acci- 
dents involve risk to life?) With regard 
to the first point, what we are told is 
that at the present time ships in ballast 
go to sea so light that when they en- 
counter heavy weather the propeller 
comes out of the water, the engines race, 
and the consequent strain upon the 
machinery is so great that in many 
the tail-shaft breaks. My noble 
friend who introduced this Bill seems to 
think that the Board of Trade takes up a 
contemptuous attitude with regard to 
opinion upon this subject. I can assure 
him that since this subject was brought 
forward two or three years ago I have 
taken all the advice I could get about it. 
[ have consulted not only the  profes- 
sional member of the Marine Department 
of the Board of Trade. who is himself a 
seaman of considerable experience, but 
also the surveying officers around the 
coast, and although it cannot be said 
that in no case is under-ballasting a 
contributing cause of tail-shaft breakage. 
yet it is quite inaccurate to say that it 
is a sole or even a principal cause of 
accidents. [ am informed that there 
must always be some danger of excessive 
strain on the propelling machinery, 
especially in these days of large steamers, 
and a certain number of accidents from 
this cause must always be expected. It 
is worth noticing that only twenty 


Cases 


vessels were recorded as having suffered | 


accident from this cause last year, and 
those accidents arose in many cases from 
causes that the ballasting and immer- 
sion in the water had nothing to do with 
—causes, for instance, such as the faulty 
materials of which the shafts themselves 
were made. In this connection I should 
like, with the permission of the House, 
to read an extract from a letter which we 
received only a day or two ago from one 
of the most trusted surveyors of the 
Board of Trade. He says— 

‘“‘T am not at all satisfied that these break- 
ages and los-es are the result of under-ballast- 
ing. Take last year’s list of such casualties. 
A considerable number of them occurred to 
laden vessels—large liners and others. I think | 
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the material from which a number of tail- 
shafts are made has a lot to do with these 
breakages, and shipowners and others are 
becoming alive to the fact, and are insisting 
on nothing but the best iron being used in 
their construction.” 

Your Lordships will see trom this letter 
that the question of shaft breakages is 
largely an engineering one, and that 
they arise from causes which may be 
uncertain, but which are undoubtedly 
manifold. I do not think. therefore, 
that the fact that a certain number of 
vessels have come to grief in this way 
during last year, or any year, is in itself 
an argument in favour of legislation 
which only aims at one particular aspect 
of the problem. As my noble friend 
Lord Heneage has already pointed out, 
there is no need to fear that this question 
will be overlooked, as the attention ot 
shipowners and underwriters has been 
directed to it for some time ; and Lloyd's 
Register have introduced rules which 
there is every reason to hope will be 
speedily effective. 


So much for the question of — tail- 


shatt breakages. I hope that I have 
said enough to show that at any 
rate it cannot be said that under- 
ballasting leads to more than a few 


cases of accident of that kind. But the 
question still remains whether in those 
few cases loss of life occurs. My noble 
friend who introduced this Bill told the 
House that 165 deaths had ensued from 
this cause. I do not know where the 
noble Lord gets his figures trom. 


Lord MUSKERRY : From the official 
reports of the Board of Trade. 


THe Eart or DUDLEY: So far as 
I am aware, there is no Report of the 
Board of Trade which attributes a 
single death directly to this cause. The 
only way in which we can get a satis- 
factory answer to this question is by an 
examination of the casualty inquiries 
during a period of years. For this 
purpose a summary of the casualty 
inquiries for the last nine years—from 
1892 to 1900—has been made out for 
me at the Board of Trade. | find that 


out of a total of 895 inquiries held, in 


only twenty cases has there been any 
question of under-ballasting raised. In 
ten of these cases, however, the Court 
was of opinion that the vessels were 
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sufficiently ballasted. Of the other ten 
cases four were steamers and six were 
sailing and even in four of 
these cases, though it is true that the 
inspector was of opinion that when the 
vessel started on its voyage it was insufti- 
ciently ballasted, vet it is. of course, 
quite problematic whether or not the 
vessel was lost from that I do 
not say that these four vessels were not 
lost through insufficient ballast. but I 
do say that to assume they were is 
assuming a great deal. 

Theretore, it we take merely the cases 
of which we have full and complete 
evidence. we come down to this. that in 
nine years four steamers and two sailing 
vessels have been stranded owing. in 
the opinion of the Court, to insufticient 
ballast, and in not one of these six cases 
has a single lite been lost. IL therefore 
hope that the House will agree with me 
that the risk of life is at present so small 
from the particular reason we are now 
discussing that it is really needless to 
pass this Bill. Noble Lords who have 
already spoken have alluded to the prac- 
ticability of the proposals. I do not 
think that there is any difficulty at all 
in fixing such a line as the noble Lord 
suggests : but [| would point out that 
the Board of Trade has no 
carrying out that step. The maximum 
load-line was fixed by a Committee 
which sat on the subject under the 
chairmanship of Sir Edward Reed, and 
a similar inquiry would be necessary to 
give effect to the noble Lord’s proposal 
for a minimum load-line. It would be 
impossible for us at the Board ot Trade 
to carry out legislation of this character 
without some previous inquiry by a 
Committee. 


vessels : 


cause. 


means of 


I should like to say this in conclusion. 
Reference has been made to the facet that 
there are certain powers at present in 
existence under the Merchant Shipping 
Act for detaining ships. Both the noble 
Lord opposite who moved the rejection 
of the Bill and the noble Lord who 
moved its adoption were of opinion 
that the Board of Trade has power to 


detain vessels which have insufficient 
ballast. That is not so. We have power 
to detain vessels which are from any 


cause unsafe, and if a vessel was obviously 
unsafe from being too light it is natural 
to assume that she would be detained 
The Earl of Dudley. 
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}under the present law. The President 
of the Board of Trade is about to issue a 
circular to all surveying ofticers on this 
point, and I can assure the House that 
if a vessel attempted to go to sea in an 
obviously unsafe condition she would 
be detained by our officers. The Govern- 
ment sympathise entirely with my noble 
friend Lord Muskerry in the efforts that 
he has on more than one occasion made 
to improve the lot of the merchant 
seaman, and to decrease the dangers of 
his arduous avoeation : but in _ this 
particular instance | do think there is 
not sufficient ground for the somewhat 
drastic proposals which he has made. 
Therefore, if the Bill is pressed to a 
division. I. tor one, shall feel compelled 
to vote against It. 


*LorD NORTON : I should like to say 
a word or two following upon the state- 
ment of the noble Earl. Perhaps I may 
plead a right to say something, having 
myself passed the existing load-line. | 
passed it many years ago, and the experi- 
ment has proved most successful. | 
passed it against exactly the same argu- 
ments which are now being adduced 
against the proposal for a light load-line. 
I confess that I came down to the House 
to-day not having made up my mind 
which view to take with regard to this 
particular Bill. Atter hearing the argu- 
ments on both sides I confess that I 
agree with what was said by my noble 
friend Lord Dunraven. In my opinion, 
more futile arguments were never ad- 
duced against any legislation than those 
which have been put forward aguinst 
this Bill. Everyone admits the danger 
of ships going to sea overloaded or under- 
loaded. The noble Lord who introduced 
the Bill referred to the official reports 
of the Board of Trade. The noble Earl 
who represents that Department disputes 
them. and says that many of those 
casualties cannot be proved to have 
occurred through vessels being under- 
ballasted. 

I do not suppose anyone who knows 
anything about shipping matters can 
doubt the danger arising from ships 
going to sea in such a condition. It is a 
palpable fact that a ship under-ballasted 
is quite unmanageable. It is clear that 
the remedy suggested in this Bill is 
suited to prove effective. The present 
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load-line has by experience proved of | 


great benefit, and it is probable that the | 
‘do this. 
| perience 


establishment of a light load-line would 
alike contribute to save sailors from 
parallel danger. The noble Earl who 


represents the Board of Trade said there | 


this Bill. What 


was no necessity for 


amount of loss of life does he require to | 


make it necessary? That argument 
would be good against any kind of 
assurance whatever. I say there is no 
difficulty in this proposal. The noble 
Lord who moved the rejection of the 
Bill asked how the proposal in the 
Bill was to be carried out. He asked 
if the surveyors of the Board of Trade 
were to measure every single ship, but 
at the same time he said it was perfectly 
easy for any surveyor to refuse to allowa 
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ship to go to sea if it was insufficiently 
ballasted. If it is easy for surveyors to 
what difficulty would they ex- 
in marking the average safety 
line below which a ship should not be 
out of the water? There is, therefore, 
no difficulty in the way. Any slight 
trouble or expense to shipowners caused 
by the carrying out of this proposal is a 
small matter compared with the safety 
of life and property which would be 
secured. 


On Que stion, whether the word 
“now” stand part of the Question, the 
House divided :—Contents, 32; Not- 
Contents, 66. 


Bill to be read 


2¢ this day six months. 
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| Secretary of State for War the question 


| which stands in my name, [I must claim 
indulgence for a few 


n asking the noble Lord the Under | | moments whilst I try to show that the 
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information, which I seek is really re- 
quired. The noble Marquess at the head 
ot His Majesty's Government, speaking 
on November 9th, 1900, said— 


‘We must consider the defences of this 
country, scrutinise them carefully, and 
examiuve all the machinery, administrative 
and military, by which they are sustained.” 
Anxiety to comply with the noble Mar- 
quess's exhortation prompts my present 
question. I believe it can be said with 
accuracy that, at present, only War 
Office officials are in a position to under- 
stand the working of our military admini- 
stration, which has never been fully 
explained to Parliament. 

The noble Marquess who was Secretary 
of State for War in 1895, when the 
Government reorganised their military 
administration, said in your Lordships’ 
House that he was not then able to give 
a full and final account of the proposals 
of the Government. but could merely 
give a brief and imperfect sketch of the 
main outlines of the new system. This 
brief sketch has never been followed by 
the full and final account of which the 
noble Marquess spoke. At present the 
only source of information is to be found 
in the Orders in Council. Orders in 
Council come, and Orders in Council go, 
in bewildering succession. Their appear- 
ance and their exit are conveniently 
recorded in the ofticial preface to the 
War Office List, from which I have 
made the following extracts— 

“An Order in Council of December, 1887, 
was slightly, but not essentially, varied by 
one of February, 1888. By a further Order 
in Council of November, 1895, a new ad- 
ministration was established, but the Central 
Office was not affected by this Order, and the 
part relating to the Financial Secretary 
merely repeated the Order of I888. 9 An 
Order in Council of March, 1899, revoked the 
Order of 1895.” 

So much, then, for the Orders in Council 
as they appear in the War Office List, 
changing and revoking each other and 
altering the administration of the Army. 
The Order of 1899 contains the latest 
definitions of the duties of the Com- 
mander-in-Chiet and the principal ofti- 
cers of the Headquarters Staff. But 
these definitions are necessarily general, 
and deficient in detail. The first para- 
graph of the Order endows the Com- 
mander-in-Chief with the general com- 
mand of the Army. The four 


The Duke of Bedford. 
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ceeding paragraphs deprive him of 
control over the Headquarters Staff, 


Now, my Lords, in what sense can an 
ficer be called Commander-in-Chiet if 
he has not got control over the Head- 
quarters Staff! We cannot tell whether 
the Commander-in-Chief has been or is 
the real adviser of the Secretary of State 
and the real head of the Army: we do 
not know his position and_responsi- 
bilities in matters of finance ; we are 
ignorant whether in time of war he is 
or is not discharged from a portion of 
his duties. On the outbreak 
tilities the Cabinet appoints a Com- 
mander-in-Chief in the field. This war 
Commander-in-Chief reports directly to 
the Secretary of State. Thusthe duties 
ot the peace Commander-in-Chief seem 
to lapse. It appears that, in addition to 
Orders in Council varying the admini- 
stration of the Army. the Secretary of 
State for War may, as occasion requires, 
assume additional powers for dealing 
with special cases. For instance, it was 
notified at the end of January that the 
Secretary of State, in future, could place 
any officer on half pay for causes other 
than misconduct. A very well-known 
case in which this has recently been done 
will occur immediately to your Lord: 
ships. The question at once arises, Is 
there any limit to this assumption of 
special powers to enable a Secretary of 
State for War to solve in silence difti- 
culties of his own creation! To all 
officers in the Army, and to all those 
who mean to make the Army their 
profession, the answer is of supreme 
importance. I find, my Lords, that in 
1887 a Commission appointed to report 
upon Warlike Stores reported upon the 
Secretary of State for War. Why that 
Minister was then classed as a “ warlike 
store” | am not concerned toinquire. | 
merely quote to your Lordships from 
the Report of that Commission. The 
Royal Commission on Warlike Stores 
reported on 16th May, 1887, and said 
that— 

“The Secretary of State is charged with 
five great functions, any one of which would be 


sufficient to occupy the whole time of a man 
of first-rate industry, ability, and knowledge. 


ot hos- 


A very few years later the Hartington 
Commission arrived at exactly the same 
conclusion in reference to the duties of 
the Commander-in-Chief. That officer 
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had duties placed upon him far in excess 
of the power of any one man to perform. 
The key-note of the Hartington Com- 
mission was to lessen the power and 
diminish the responsibilities of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief. Indeed, the Commis- 
sion recommended the abolition of that 
office. The Government decided to re- 
tain the name, but to practically abolish 
the office of Commander-in-Chiet by 
transferring his responsibilities to the 
Secretary of State for War, in spite 
of the Report of the Commission of 1887 
that that Minister was already com- 
pletely overburdened. In 1895 the con- 


mander-in-Chief was terminated in 
favour ot co-ordinate authorities col- 
lectively responsible to the Secretary of 
State. 

As though to accentuate the responsi- 
bility of the Secretary of State for War. 
that Minister is empowered by Act of 
Parliament not only to appoint, but at 
his pleasure to remove, the Financial 
Secretary, who is his chief adviser on all 
questions of Army expenditure, respon- 
sibleto him for the Army Estimates, and 
for the redistribution of the sums granted 
for the year. We do not know, we have 
no means of knowing, what sum the 
military experts have asked for, what 
they consider to be the absolutely neces- 
sary minimum, or any of the reasons 
which prompt them to ask for less or 
more than usual. All we know is that 
a certain sum has been granted, which 
may be less by millions than the sum 
asked tor, and that the Financial Secre- 
tary issubject to removal at the pleasure 
of the Secretary of State for War. 

A variety of boards, committees, and 
councils are mingled in the work of 
administration at the War Office. The 
Secretary of State for War, the Under 
Secretary, the Financial Secretary, 
together with the Headquarters Staff 
and the Commander-in-Chief, form the 
War Office Council. The Commander- 
in Chief and the Headquarters Staff 
form the Army Board. But the decision 
of that Board, on appeal from any one of 
its members, may be reversed by the 
Secretary of State. The Commander-in- 
Chief, with two officers to assist him, 
carry out those duties which in Conti- 
nental armies are discharged by one 
officer alone, the chief of the staff. Your 





centration of responsibility in the Com- , 
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Lordships are aware that in 1895 the five 
great officers of the Headquarters Staff 
of the Army were made directly and 
«o-ordinately responsible to the Secretary 
of State for their different departments. 
They advise the Secretary of State 
directly upon all matters connected with 
their departments. Thus the Head- 
quarters Staff of the Army is not the 
staff of the Commander-in-Chief, but the 
staff of the Secretary of State for War. 
Now the Headquarters Staff, sitting with 
the Commander-in-Chiet as its head, 
forms the Army Board. Thus we have 
one staff serving two chiefs, the one a 
Cabinet Minister and the other a dis- 
tinguished soldier. We have always 
believed from days of old that no man 
can serve two masters, for most un- 
desirable results are certain to follow. 

Above the Secretary of State we have, 
in the first place, the Cabinet, and, in the 
second, the Committee of National 
Defence. We do not know the powers of 
this Committee, or its exact relations to 
the Secretary of State. It is said to meet 
occasionally and to keep no minutes. 
However, this Committee of National 
Defence is composed of most illustrious 
Ministers, without any of the special 
knowledge and experience requisite for 
successfully organising the defence of a 
world-wide Empire. The action of the 
Secretary of State implies often the 
initiative, always the consent, of both the 
Cabinet and the Committee of National 
Defence. It is true that the Secretary 
of State is held responsible for the whole 
Army, but in purely military matters 
it is impossible to bring personal responsi- 
bility home to a civilian Secretary of 
State. That responsibility must devolve 
on subordinate officers, who are pro- 
tected from all blame by the umbrella of 
collective authority, under which they 
wait unconcernedly till the clouds roll by. 
Individual responsibility in the War 
Office seems to begin and end with the 
rank of doorkeeper. 

I am not hopeful of any real reform of 
the Army unless the Government take 
the country fully and frankly into their 
confidence on the subject of Army 
administration. Popular enthusiasm, 
which is essential to the existence of a 
Volunteer Army, can only be aroused 
‘and maintained when the nation easily 
| understands the way in which the Army 
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is administered. The Government must |that I address myself to this question 
remember that, although we do not know | In the first place, I was brought up as 4 
the precise system which has governed | soldier, I had the honour to serve 
the Army, we do know its exact result— in the same regiment as the noble 
namely, the opening scenes of the South; Duke, I learned the lesson of dis- 
African War. We had administrative | cipline in early life, and it goes 
machinery designed to ensure victory | somewhat against the grain to hate 
and success. Under the test of war it | publicly to diseuss the proceedings 
turned out disaster and humiliation. Is! of high officials whom I have always 
it unreasonable to wish to know the} looked upon with respect from a i. 
exact construction of the machinery tance. Inthe second place, as your Lord- 
which gave results so unexpected and so | ships are aware, my official life has been 
calamitous 7? ‘short; I have only been at the War 

I apprehend that your Lordships will Office for a few months, and I am asked 
agree that there is a widespread wish in| to explain the working of a great system 
the country for legislative reform in the’ of which I have hardly had time to grasp 
Army—I say, my Lords, legislative the outline. The chief accusation which 
reform as distinguished from adminis- | the noble Duke brought against the War 
trative change. 1 am well aware that | Oftice was that there was no such thing 
the Government cannot now make any | as responsibility. I should like to point 
announcement of their intentions for the! out that the changes to which the 
future. But, my Lords, my contention | noble Duke took exception were brought 
is that a detailed explanation of our | about solely with the view of giving more 
existing military administration would | individual responsibility. We all know 
pave the way for legislative reform more | that the tendency of all great institutions, 
usefully than a series of administrative | whether Government institutions or not. 
changes launched haphazard from the | jg towards excessive centralisation. That 
War Office. The Secretary of State has | tendency is continually increasing, and 
already appointed two Departmental | requires to be fought against. These 
Committees, one to instruct him how to | Departmental Committees to which the 
earry on the work of the Departmem inoble Lord takes such exception were 
over =" ene been called upon | chiefly formed with the object of en- 
to preside, and the other to inquire into | deayouring, as far as possible ‘urther 
“ty exact position which the Yeomanry pepe “Acacia gory The noble 
are to occupy in an organisation the! pyke complained that the result of the 
principles of which are not yet deter- present system is that all power has been 
mined. Departmental Committees have }emoved from the Commander-in-Chief. 
inquired into the condition of the War | Tf you have any system of decentralisation 
Office ever since the Crimean War. The | you must decentralise responsibility, and 
cumulative result of the labours of those | to decentralise responsibility you must de- 
Committees are the disasters in South | gentralise power. No man ean accept 
Africa. But, my Lords, forty years OF! pesponsibility without accepting at the 
failure seem to count for nothing in the} game time a certain amount of power. 
sight of the War Office, [ presume you must give it to him in order that 





because he may be able to exercise that respon- 

“ Hope springs eternal in the human breast: | sibility. 
— never are, but always to be! The four great departments of the 
; ‘War Office are the Adjutant General's 


In conclusion, | beg to call your Lord- department, the Quartermaster Gen- 
ships’ attention to the apparent anoma- eral’s department, the department of 
lies of the military administration, and the Inspector General of Fortifications, 
to ask the noble Lord the Under Secre- | and the department of Director General 
tary of State for information on the | of Ordnance. By the last reorganisation— 
subject. I quite agree with my noble friend there 

have been several—those four depart- 
*THeE UNDER SECRETARY or ments were put under their respective 
STATE ror WAR (Lord RaGLan) : My | heads, who were made absolutely respon- 
Lords, it is with considerable diffidence | sible for the conduct of their respective 


The Duke of Bedford. 
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departments. 
from the supervision of the Commander- 
inChief, though they were removed 
from his control. Besides those four 
military departments there are the 
department of the Military Secretary 
andthe department of the Director of 
Military Intelligence. The Military Secre- 
tary's department, as most of your Lord- 
ships are aware, deals with the appoint- 
ment and retirement of ofticers, and so on, 
and these are matters which must come 
almost hourly under the immediate con- 
trol of the Commander-in-Chief. The 
Military Intelligence department deals 
with military intelligence, with mobi- 
lisation, and with general staff prepara- 
tion for war. It is also considered that 
that department should be under the 
direct control of the Commander-in- 
Chief. All these departments are under 
the supervision of the Commander-in- 
Chief; he can at any moment 
papers he desires to see on any subject, 
and can send for any officer either inside 
the office or out of it. I cannot but think 
that the supervision of the Commander- 
in-Chief is exactly what the Commander- 
in-Chief chooses to make it. Ifthe Com- 
mander-in-Chief were to attempt to con- 
trol every department of the War Office, 
no mortal man could stand the strain for 
aweek. Under the present conditions the 
responsibility, and therefore the power, 
was deputed to the heads of these depart- 
ments. They have charge of the work 
which is to be executed in their depart- 
ments, but the Commander-in-Chief is 
consulted when that work is beingmapped 
out. The head of the department does 
that work subject to the supervision of 
the Commander-in-Chief, who can see 
exactly what is happening. 

| will now come to the difference be- 
tween control and supervision. Control 
consists in standing over a man while 
he does the work ; supervision consists 
in telling that man to do the work, still 
having the right to inquire how he is 
getting on with it at any moment. Take, 
ior instance, the case of a Commander-in- 
Chief in the field. He has a column | 
under his own immediate personal com- | 
mand. That is under his control. He | 
sends out a detachment under a general 
officer. He says to that general officer, 
“March from A to B.” That column 
then passes beyond the control of the 


see 


'4 Marcu 1901} 


That did not remove them | 


Administration. 326 
Commander-in-Chief, it becomes merely 
under his supervision. The control of 
the column remains in the hands of the 


general officer until he gets fresh orders 


from the supervising authority altering 
his plans. That is the difference be- 
tween control and supervision as applied 
to the relations between the Commander- 
in-Chief and the other officers in the War 
Office. 

I now come to my own personal ex- 
periences. As far as I have seen, no 
question affecting discipline—and I use 
the word “discipline” in its widest 
possible sense—has been decided since | 
have been at the War Office without the 
Commander-in-Chiet having been con- 
sulted. In many quarters capital has 
been made out of the fact that all the 
correspondence goes out in the name of 
the Secretary of State for War. That 
custom was adopted in deference to the 
views of high military authorities, but no 
great importance is attached to it, and 
the Secretary of State does not see why 
the correspondence should not be sent 
out in the name of the Department 
which sent it out. All the correspon- 
dence which comes into the War Office 
is addressed to the Under Secretary for 
War. The reason for that is that it all 
has to go to a central office to be regis- 
tered. The Secretary of State sees no 
particular reason why the correspondence 
should not be addressed to the particular 
Department for which it is intended, but 
it would make no practical difference in 
the working of the system 

With regard to the personal relations 
between the Secretary of State and the 
Commander-in-Chief, [I can say that 
every Paper which I have seen—and | 
think I have seen most of them—which 
referred in the slightest way to discipline 
or to any purely military subject apart 
from that of expenditure—and even 
those in the great majority of cases— 
had a note upon it to the effect that the 
Commander-in-Chiet had seen it and 
agreed with it. Indeed, the Secretary of 
State and the Commander-in-Chief were 
in daily, almost hourly. correspondence. 
My room lies between the rooms of those 
two high ofticials,and constantlythrough- 


out the day either the Secretary of State 
passes through my room to see the 
Commander-in-Chief, or the Commander- 
'in-Chief passes through to see the Secre- 
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There are times when I 


tary of State. 
wish that their communications were not 
so constant. 

There seems to be an 


idea that the 
Orders in Council of 1895 and 1899 
were brought in solely with the -object 
of enabling the civilian element to over- 
rule and usurp the position of the military 
element. | can assure my noble friend 
that that is wrong. The basis of the 
change then made was simply the de- 
centralisation of responsibility, and in 
decentralising responsibility it was also 
necessary to decentralise power. The 
noble Duke alluded to the war in South 
Africa. I was not in office at the time 
to which the noble Duke alludes, but I 
must challenge him to produce _ his 
authority for saying that the deficiencies 
of the civilians at the War Office caused 
the disasters early in the war, and to 
give his authority to say that any supplies 
or any reinforcements that have been 
demanded by the military authorities 
have ever been refused by the civil 
authorities. I do not think he ean. 

In conclusion, | have merely to say 
this. The Secretary of State for War 
represents the Cabinet, and the Cabinet 
in the long run must represent Parlia- 
ment, which must decide all great ques- 
tions of policy and control every single 
item of expenditure. Therefore, whatever 
arrangements are made at the War Office, 
the Secretary of State must in the long 
run be supreme. But I can assure your 
Lordships that there is no desire on the 
part of anyone, whether inside or outside 
the War Office, either civil or military, 
to detract in any way from the position, 
or to belittle the authority, of the Com- 
mander-in-Chiet. 


Viscount WOLSELEY: My Lords, 
I gladly avail myself of this opportunity 
to call your Lordships’ serious attention 
to the novel and experimental Army 
system introduced a few years back, 
under which His Majesty's forces are, | 
cannot say commanded by a professional 
soldier, but administered by a civilian 
Secretary of State. I speak in the pre- 
sence of many noble Lords who are or 
who have been soldiers, and who therefore 
clearly understand the great difference | 
in the meaning of those two expressions— | 


{LORDS} 
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been soldiers when I state that in all 
countries and in all ages standing armies 
have been controlled by professional 
soldiers, who, above all things, were per- 
sonally responsible for the discipline and 
war training, and, consequently, for the 
military efficiency of the troops they com- 
manded. The only exceptions to this 
rule ever attempted, as far as my military 
knowledge goes, are, the Chinese army— 
not a very good pattern to follow—and 
our own Army, which for the last five 
years has been administered by a civilian 
Secretary of State, and not actually 
commanded by a soldier, as it had always 
previously been. 

I shall try, my Lords, to make my 
statements as general and impersonal 
as possible. I shall adduce no specific 
instances nor quote any particular corre- 
spondence to illustrate what I say. My 
arguments are not directed against indi- 
viduals, but against a military system 
which I have honestly tried for five 
years and found wanting—which en- 
tails many great dangers not realised 
by the people of this realm. Betore 

entering upon my subject, | would im- 
press upon your Lordships that nothing 
ean be further from my intention than to 
make any attack upon the Government, 
still less upon any particular member of 
it. With the late Secretary of State for 
War. the present Minister for Foreign 
Affairs, I was brought into almost daily 
contact whilst [ was Commander-in- 
Chief. and I believe he will corroborate 
the statement that we worked most cor- 
dially together. No disagreeable inci- 
dent of any sort that I can recall ever 
marred the pleasant relations which 
marked our intercourse. This is all the 
more satisfactory because, no matter 
what may be our military system, the 
non-political Commander-in-Chief and the 
political War Minister must often ap- 
proach Army matters from very different 
standpoints. Even when equally im- 
pressed with the importance of a certain 
step they may disagree as to its feasi- 
bility. For example, say that it seems 
highly desirable to provide better field 

guns and more of them. It is the sol- 

dier’s manifest duty to press for them 
strenuously, yet the War Minister, 
better informed as to the current finan- 


‘administration’ and “command.” I do | cial demands of the Empire, may hesitate 
not think I mislead those who have not | to approve of the expenditure. He may 
| 


Lord Raglan. | 
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honestly believe that some other national | the Commander-in-Chief. If the guns 
requirements should have precedence. /or small arms with which our troops 
Even if he has been convinced personally | took the field were not what they should 
of the urgency of the measure, he has| have been, or, to come down to the pre- 
still to bring his colleagues and the/| sent moment, suppose it were necessary 
Cabinet to the same way of thinking, | now to mobilise our Militia, Yeomanry, 
while there always remains the fierce | and Volunteers for home defence, and 
Cerberus that guards the Treasury and/it was found that the only guns in 
so often refuses.to be appeased. | their possession were practically useless 
It would not be difficult to show that | for modern warfare, the responsibility 
the needs of the Army and its general | for that state of things would not rest 
efficiency have been more than once! with the Commander-in-Chiet. The 
subordinated to the wish to produce aj Secretary of State for War would be 
low Budget. Here, obviously, points of | alone responsible for it. He is also re- 
difference may arise between the political | sponsible to Parliament that all reserves 
chief and the professional soldier. But | are ready, the guns, ammunition, cloth- 
it is not my intention to dwell upon the | ing, horses, saddlery, harness, and every- 
past. My concern is with the present | thing else necessary to convert an army 
and the future. I have no personal) on a peace footing into an army fit for 
complaints to urge, no grievances to | the field. Of course, under our Constitu- 
ventilate. My one great object is to/ tion this, the ultimate responsibility, he 
strengthen the position of my successors | can share with the Commander-in-Chief 
in the post I have lately vacated, so that | or any other military officer. But he 
they may be given a larger share in the | may be greatly relieved in it, the burden 
management of the Army than the! may be lessened, by the help of his 
existing Order in Council accords to the | expert adviser. 
so-called. but really misnamed, Com-| Jt has always been, and is still, the 
mander-in-Chief. No one can recognise} duty of the Commander-in-Chief to 
more fully than I do the complete and | bring strongly—he cannot do so too 
individual responsibility to Parliament of | strongly—to the notice of the Secretary 
the Secretary of State for War for every- | of State the wants of the military forces. 
thing relating to the Army. This con-| If he feels the Regular Army is not 
stitutional responsibility was clearly de-| strong enough to perform the duties for 
fined in the War Office Act of 1870, | which it is maintained, or if its material, 
and subsequently strengthened by Orders | its armament, and equipment are im- 
in Council. L do not, cannot, complain | perfect or insufficient, it is his duty to 
of it, for it existed long before the present | urge the need for additions—it has often 
Army system was invented, and it is} been mine, as Adjutant General and 
inevitable under our Constitution | Commander-in-Chief, to do so—but after 
My complaint is against the present | that he can do no more. There the 
Army system, which has robbed the pro- | Commander - in- Chief's responsibility 
fessional Commander-in-Chiet of his chief | ceases. Although the various needs 
usefulness, and has virtually handed | are not disputed, not only are no steps 
over the command and entire manage- | taken to meet them, but no one outside 
ment of the Army to a civilian Secretary | the Government is aware that their 
of State assisted by subordinates with | urgency has been raised. The Govern- 
whom he deals direct. If anyone doubts | ment has thought it advisable from 
this fact let him read the Order in Council | economic reasons to postpone their 
of November, 1895. Let me give an| provision, but yet it will not take the 
illustration of how that Order in Council | nation into its confidence that such 
works and of the position of the Secretary | important demands for men and stores 
of State under it. When Mr. Kruger} have been put forward by the experts, 
declared war against Her late Majesty | and, nevertheless, refused. I cannot 
in the year 1899, it was found necessary | assert too emphatically that it behoves 
to send a large army to South Africa. | Parliament to devise some plan by which 
But if that army had not been forth-|the fact that these strong representa- 
coming, the fault would have rested with | tions have been so made and still refused 
the Secretary of State for War, not with | should be laid before the nation for it to 
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decide between the expert and the/|to allow me to give a short outline of 
economist. In no other way can we the Army system it replaced. 1 shall 


safeguard the Empire from great and 
unknown perils. 

For the last twenty-eight vears I have 
been employed in various 
under many War Office administrations, 
and many an evening at the end of my 
day’s work I have felt sick at heart when 
I contemplated the great national risks 
deliberately accepted by the Government 
that happened to be in office. And why 
so accepted? Because it was not then 
politically expedient to ask Parliament 
tor the money required to properly arm 
and equip our Army. Ministers  evi- 
dently hoped that evil days might not 
befall the country during their term of 
office. It has often fallen to my _ lot 
when in the field to have to calculate 
the chances and the risks that certain 
operations would entail, and | have had 
at times to face those and run 
them in making a choice of possible 
evils. But I would ask, What are such 
risks to those deliberately accepted time 
after time by Cabinets sooner than do 
the unpopular thing of asking for money 


risks 


to provide against them? When war 
is upon us, then money is to be had 
easily and for the asking. But money, 


as we know to our cost, will not then 
purchase in the open markets of the 
world the guns and other stores which 


were not laid in betimes, and which, 
when war comes, are consequently 
required, It is but natural in time of 


perce, under our system of government 
by party, and when the nation is left 
in igorance of the views entertained 
by the military specialist upon the 
military requirements of the moment, 
that the party in power should still put 
economy before efficiency, and strain 
every nerve to spend as little as possible. 
That is the necessary outcome of the 
political system upon which our Con- 
stitution is framed. 

My Lords, in asking you to seriously 
consider the present unmilitary system 
under which the Army is now adminis- 
tered, I believe I can express some useful 
opinion upon this subject. At any rate, 
I feel that, as a Member of your Lord- 
ships’ House, it is my duty, as well as 
my pleasure, to state here the result of 
my experience. Before I enter into 


details, I feel that I must ask the House | 


Viscount Wolseley. 


positions 


| mander-in-Chief 


| mander-in-Chief 


| not go into ancient history, and shall 
be as brief as I can. What I may call 
the modern system of Army Government 
was begun by the greatest War Minister 
have we had in modern days—Mr. 
Cardwell—with the War Office Act of 
1870 and the Orders in Council of that 
same year, which defined the respective 
duties of the Commander-in-Chief, of the 
Surveyor General of Ordnance, and 
of the Financial Secretary. The Com- 
retained under that 
system, as, theretofore, the direct and 
real command of the Army, and was 
charged with the discipline, distribution, 
military education, training, and the 
fighting efficiency of all ranks in all the 
military forces of the Crown. The 
Surveyor General of Ordnance was 
“charged with providing, holding, and 
issuing to all branches of those forces 
food, fuel, clothing, arms, and all the 
stores and equipment and transport they 
required, both in peace and war.” The 
duties of the Financial Secretary were 
to draw up the Annual Estimates and 
to watch over all military expenditure. 

This system remained in force until 
1888, when Mr. Stanhope, then War 
Minister, amended and © strengthened 
it by the Orders in Council of that date. 
They brought our Army abreast with 
modern ideas as far as that was possible 
under our form of The 
changes they introduced may be tairly 
regarded the mathematical 
plement to Mr. Cardwell’s great measure 
of Army reform otf some fifteen years 
before. In my opinion Mr. Stanhope’s 
system was a sound and workmaulike 
solution of a very difficult problem. 
The Army never gave him the credit 
he deserved for it, nor for the courage 
and determination with which he com 
bated the opposition it encountered. 
Under it, the responsibility of the War 
Minister to Parliament was in no sense 
reduced, but subject to it; the Com- 
mander-in-Chief—the military specialist 

was charged with the discipline, educa- 
tion, military training, and _ fighting 
efficiency of all ranks of the military 
forces that are annually voted by Par- 
liament. In other words, the Com- 
was held responsible 
by the Secretary of State for War that 


government. 


as cColn- 
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‘those military forces were always tho- 
roughly efficient, and, supposing the 
stores, guns, etc., voted were sufficient, 
that the Army was always ready for 
rapid mobilisation. This, I contend, 
was a practical, well-working system— 
very different from that in force to-day. 
An effective control over all military 
expenditure was exercised by the Finan- 
cial Secretary, who was a Member of Par- 
liament and directly under the orders 
of the Secretary of State for War. 
The Commander-in-Chief had no com 
mand over public money whatever, 
and it was the duty of the Financial 
Secretary to keep the War Minister 
informed upon all matters bearing 
in any way upon Army expenditure. 
Whilst, therefore, the financial control 
of the Minister was absolute and com- 
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plete, the military efficiency of the 
Army was secured by being placed 
under one man, the — soldier-expert, 


the Commander-in-Chief. He was, in 


ceffect, as [ have said, directly responsible 


to the War Minister for the discipline, 
military education, training, and fighting 
efliciency of all ranks. I believe it 
went far to reconcile the anomaly of 
dual government under which our 
Army has always laboured, and while 
it ensured the complete control of Parlia- 
ment over the Army, did not interfere 
with the direct responsibility of the 
Commander-in-Chief for military  effici- 


eeney. 


The next modification of the system 
was started when Mr. Stanhope’s Order 
in Council of February, 1888, was 
barely two weeks old. The new move 
was originated by a Member of the 
other House—an old friend of mine 
and an old soldier — who asked for 
a Royal Commission on the military 
and naval requirements for the pro- 
tection of the Empire. This was a 
very sensible proposal, and it might 
well be revived to-day, when the nation 
is sadly in need of enlightenment on 
this essential question. The answer 
accorded was amusing, and it may be 
said that the hon. Member, having 
asked for bread, was ‘given a_ stone. 
A Royal Commission was granted, 
not to investigate the necessities for 
national defence, but to report “on 
the extent to which our naval and 


tuilitary systems as at present organised 
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and administered are adapted to the 
; ae 

national wants.’ There was yet a 
greater change of front when the Com- 
mission was appointed and the reference 
to it made public. Its object was stated 
to be— 

‘to enquire into the civil and professional ad- 
ministration of the naval and military depart- 
ments and the relation of those departments 
to each other and to the Treasury, and to re- 
port what changes in the existing system 
would tend to efficiency and economy in the 
public service.” 

This Commission consisted of the noble 
Duke the Lord President of the Council 
and of eight others. Of these, one 
was a soldier, one a sailor, one was a 
Member of your Lordships’ House, four 


were Members of the other House. 
of whom one had been Chancellor of 
the Exchequer and three had been 


Secretaries of State for War, one had 
been Governor of Bombay and possessed 
great Indian experience, the eighth 
being a private gentleman of commercial 
experience. Had this Commission con- 
fined itself to a Report on the subjects 


set forth in the instructions given 
to it. I have no doubt that, com- 


posed as it was, its Report might have 
been of high public value. But it 
launched out into recommendations for 
a complete changs n the system of 
Army command and Army adminis- 
tration. I feel that nine-tenths of the 
Army would not believe that effieiency 
could result from changes carried out 
merely upon the recommendation of 


a Commission in which only one 
member was a_ soldier—a_ brilliantly 
able man, indeed, an old comrade 


of whom I have the highest opinion, 
but who had never held any high 
command, and had never been Adjutant 
or Quartermaster General of the Army. 
This Committee submitted two Reports, 
and of the eight members five dissented 


from clauses in both Reports. One 
member, a late Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, recommended the abolition 


of the office of Secretary of State for 
War. And yet upon the strength of 
those Reports an Army system then 
known to have been working admirably 
was overturned and the present ex- 
perimental system established in its 
place. I call it experimental because 
no such system had been tried that 
| know of in any other army before. , | 
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have been told that the new proposals | 


were based upon a system under which 


the Navy is administered by a Board. | 


Not being a sailor, | am incapable of 


expressing any useful opinion upon 
the system upon which our Navy 


ismanaged. I emphatically pronounce it 
to be entirely unsuited when applied to 
the government of 
maintain that under it you will never 


the Army, and I, 


have an efficient, and I doubt much if | 


you will ever have a contented Army. 


In 1895, the illustrious Duke, who had | 
been a most popular Commander-in- | 
Chief for nearly forty years, resigned | 


that position, and | was selected to suc- 
ceed him. ‘The present Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs, in intimating to me 
that I had been selected to succeed his 


Royal Highness, informed me that it was | 


intended to introduce regulations which 
would greatly alter the position of all 
future Commanders-in-Chief, and it was 
upon that understanding I accepted the 
offer. When I subsequently learnt what 
was the nature of these alterations, I 
found they were certainly not to my 
liking, but I resolved to give them a fair 
trial. I have done so honestly for the 
last five years, including a full year of 
actual war. It is because, after this ex- 
perience, | believe them to be injurious 
to the efficiency of the Army and fraught 
with danger to the highest interests of the 
Empire, and because | am certain that 
under their provisions you can never 
have any effective Army, that | am here 
to-day in the hope of making my reasons 
for this opinion evident and clear to your 
Lordships. 


Allow me now to analyse briefly this | 


experimental Army system of 1895. It 
follows generaily, as | have said already, 


case would have been forgotten. 


the plan under which the Navy has long | 


been administered—namely, by a Board. 
In other words, it divides into what I may 
term water-tight compartments the re- 
sponsibility, under the Secretary of State 
for War, for the fighting efficiency of the 
Army, a responsibility which in all pre- 
vious times had been concentrated in the 
Commander-in-Chief. The heads of these 
four water-tight compartments have no 
connection one with the other. They 
have no general military head ; each is 


singly and individually responsible to the | 


Secretary of State for War for the orders 
he gives and the work he performs. 
Viscount Wolseley. 


| less consulting him. 


another way. 
i 
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Each is the adviser of the Secretary of 
State for War, and in describing their 
duties and position no reference even is 
made to the existence of a Commander- 
in-Chief. Until 1895 the Commander- 
in-Chief, as | have repeatedly urged, was 
responsible to the Secretary of State that 
the Army was thoroughly well trained 
for war. There is now no one soldier 
to whom the country can look as directly 
and professionally responsible for the 
military efficiency of the Army it pays 
for. It must depend upon the statesman, 
almost invariably a civilian, whom the 
Prime Minister may select from among 
political supporters for the position of 
Secretary of State for War. I would ask, 
Is this wise! Is it businesslike ? 

[ venture to illustrate this method of 
Army administration by a homely and 
familiar analogy. I have lately been en- 
gaged in converting an old farmhouse 
into a little country residence. My first 
step was to call in an architect, an expert. 
I told him what I wanted, and, having 
done so, I left the expert to look after the 
builder and his men. Under our Con- 
stitution the Secretary of State, as the 
representative of the Cabinet, used to 
stand to the Commander-in-Chief in much 
the same position as I did to the architect. 
The Secretary of State acted as the owner. 
the Commander-in-Chief was the expert. 
But mark the difference of procedure : 
instead of dealing with one expert, the 
Secretary of State asks the opinion and 
advice of every one of his foremen, with- 
out the knowledge of the architect, much 
Had I followed this 
system, | wonder what sort of a house | 
should have had—very possibly the stair- 
One: 
of the foremen—let us say the carpenter 
foreman—in his anxiety to make perfect 
his own particular job in which his 
interest was absorbed, and knowing little 
or nothing of the general plan of the 
whole building, might have impressed me 
with the importance of his own special 
share in the operation, while the drains 
might have been overlooked, or some 
other necessity might have been omitted 
that would have left the house uninhabit- 
able. Amplifying this, and dealing with 
it on broader lines, the inconvenience, 
the mischief, the possible dangers of the 
present system may be exemplified in 
Hardly one of the many 
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questions that come up before the 
Secretary of State for decision is of quite 


a simple nature. All, as a rule, concern | 


several distinct branches in the War 


Office. ‘Take, for instance, the introduc- | 


tion of a new rifle. Here there are 
intricate, technical points affecting all 
manners of people. The mechanism, 
range, and precision of fire are within the 
province of the Director General of 
Ordnance ; the weight of the weapon, 
the carrying power of the soldier, the 
facility for aiming and firing, involve 
important questions which concern the 
Adjutant General, the Quartermaster 
General, and so on. Each of these ofticers 
would naturally give the best advice from 
his own particular branch’s point of view, 
which would often be at variance with the 
views urged by other departments. How 
can the political Minister of War, to 
whom military science is more or less 
an enigma, usefully hold the balance 
between such conflicting opinions ? How 
can he be sure that he is giving due 
weight to each point, and that he fully 
realises the force of one and the weakness 
of another! That can only be well done 
by the trained military expert, the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, who knows from expe- 
rience every technicality, every detail 
himself. It is the business to which he 
has been brought up, and he can therefore 
easily sift out the rubbish and emphasise 
the good stuff in a way that only an 
expert can. Then, when he has heard 
all sides, he will form his opinion, and 
with the sound judgment of ripe know- 
ledge and wide experience he will lay the 
case before his official superior, the Minis- 
ter for War. There can be nothing of 
this kind under our present military 
system. The civilian Secretary of State 
is left in a fog of doubt and indecision, 
the result of which is the probable 
shelving of the question, or, still worse, 
that the wrong course is taken. 

If the Commander-in-Chiet 1s not 
allowed to command the Army in the 
sense that he is the one man whom the 
Secretary of State is to consult, and 
whose professional advice he is to follow, 
he will be like the invalid who took 
the advice of half-a-dozen doctors, each 
separately and without the knowledge 
of the others. In his case there will be 
as many conflicting and inconsistent 
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under the architect in my building 
illustration. It would seem, indeed, that 
to save appearances the title of Com- 
mander-in-Chief is still bestowed upon a 
General Officer, but he is not allowed 
to have or exercise the authority pos- 
sessed by every Commander-in-Chiet 
before 1895, and, strange to say, which 
is still exercised by the Generals com- 
manding in Ireland, in India, and in all 
our foreign stations. The Adjutant 
General and the Quartermaster General 
are no longer the staff officers of the 
Commander-in-Chief at Army Head- 
quarters, as the officers bearing those 
titles are of the General Officers under 
whom they serve elsewhere, and as the 
Adjutant and Quartermaster of a regi- 
ment are the staff officers of its com- 
manding officer. They are now account- 
able to the Secretary of State for War, 
and not to the Commander-in-Chiet, for 
the discharge of their duties. They are, 
in fact, the staff officers of the civilian 
Secretary of State, who deals with them 
directly, independently of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, and even without his 
knowledge, on all the most important 
subjects in which military efficiency 
consis 

Is this a military system that com- 
mends itself to any man who knows 
the A B C of military organisation, of 
military life, of military history? Only 
think of what would be the result if you 
introduced such a system into the 
management of an infantry battalion! 
Suppose a clever magistrate in each 
town where a regiment is stationed were 
selected by the Home Secretary to have 
under him the adjutant and the quarter- 
master, who were to be responsible to the 
magistrate for the discipline, housing, 
feeding, and general well-being of their 
regiment, and that the magistrate was 
at the same time to ignore the existence 
of the regimental commanding officer ! 
Is that a condition of things that recom- 
mends itself to your Lordships? Does 
any man imagine it would conduce to 
military efficiency? But I may be told 
that the Commander-in-Chief is by the 
Order in Council of 1895 ‘ charged 





Ss. 


with the general supervision of the mili- 


tary departments of the War Office.” 
Yet the head of each of these is himself 
‘responsible for all questions relating 
to his department, and for submitting 
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them—when higher authority is neces- 
sary—to the Secretary of State.” The 
incompatibility of these provisions is 
surely obvious. How can the Com- 
mander-in-Chief supervise or control a 
department the head of which is an 
independent authority, at least to the 
extent of having free access to the 
supreme head? My Lords, I should not 
like to weary you with criticisms upon 
the distribution of responsibility laid 
down in the “ memorandum showing 
the duties of the various departments of 
the War Office and the responsibilities 
of its principal heads to the Secretary of 
State.” Suffice it to say that it is a contra- 
diction in terms, and the system it creates 
is unworkable—is, indeed, in my opinion, 
an impossibility. The endeavour to 
combine general control in one place 
and person with individual responsi- 
bility in many others has failed in both 
objects. The Commander-in-Chief has 
not effective control; neither are the 
heads of departments fully responsible. 
Moreover, the work and cross reference 
in all branches has largely increased 
without any benefit to the Army or the 
public service. 

As an illustration of this | may mention 
that all letters for the purely military 
offices, even those upon discipline, drill, 
and technical and purely professional 
points, are now addressed to the Under 
Secretary of State, and not tothe military 
branches that can alone deal with them. 
They are all answered, not in the name 
of the Commander-in-Chief, but in that 
of the Secretary of State. When the 
colonel commanding a regiment receives 
a letter in the name of the Secretary of 
State, upon. say, the advantages of open 
formations in field movements, the order 
is received as a comical episode of our new 
military system. To many it is a joke, 
but this novel system of correspondence 
is misunderstood in the Army generally. 
It leads soldiers to believe that even 
serious matters of discipline are no 
longer dealt with by their officers, but by 
a civilian Secretary of State, of whose 
very name they are mostly ignorant. My 
Lords, I presume I need scarcely tell you 
that our soldiers do not love the War 
Office or its civilian rulers. You cannot 
thus flout the sentiment of the Army 
without doing injury to its morale. No 
soldiers like the idea of being commanded 


Viscount Wolseley. 


(LORDS | 





Adininistration. 540 


by men in civil life, and no one who 
knows what our soldiers are like would 
ever have invented a system which brings 
that fact home to our men. At present 
the centralisation of work and correspon- 
dence in the office of the Secretary of 
State is excessive, and the work is not 
nearly as well done as when it was 
distributed throughout the military 
branches. In fact, the Army becomes 
less and less ruled and governed on mili 
tary lines, to the detriment of military 
efficiency. 

In a time of pressure, such as that we 
have lately gone through, valuable time 
is squandered. The Commander-in 
Chief's action is often paralysed, and the 
oftice blocked with routine papers passing 
backwards and forwards to and from 
the office of the Secretary of State, most 
of which should be disposed of by subor 
dinate officers in the purely military 
branches. But I am told that our Navy. 
the first in the world, is ruled by a Board 
in which there are only four sailors ; that 
each of these four has distinct respon 
sibilities, for the due performance of 
which each is alone answerable to the 
First Lord—a civilian who is necessarily 
as ignorant of ships and sailors as ] am. 
I am not competent to express any useful 
opinion upon any naval matters, nor to 
criticise the mode in which our splendid 
Navy is governed; nor do I know 
whether the majority of our admirals and 
captains are fully satisfied with our 
system of naval government. [I am 
not a sailor, and, consequently, my 
opinion upon such a point would be 
absolutely worthless. [| confine myself 
to expressing an opinion upon the govern 
ment of the service—the Army in which | 
have spent my life and in which I have 
held the highest positions, both in peace 
and in war. I am fully aware of the 
responsibility I assume when | state that 
my experience convinces me that as long 
as you continue to deprive the Com- 
mander-in-Chief of all responsibility for 
the discipline, military education, military 
training and fighting efficiency of the 
officers and men who constitute the 
military forces of the Crown, you must 
not expect to have the effective army 
which the nation wants, and for which 
it is prepared to pay. 

We have thus created for Army Head- 
quarters a military system which I have 
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shown to be new to our own Army, | seemed to the soldier one of extreme 


opposed to all the experience of the past, | 
and different also from the system under | 
which our own armies in Ireland, in| 
India, and at all stations at home and 

abroad are commanded and governed. 

You refuse to give to the Commander- | 
in-Chief of the Army the command and 
discipline of the troops under him, al- 
though you do confer those responsi- 
bilities upon all local and subordinate 
commanders. Does the nation mean to 
perpetuate a system as illogical as it is 
novel and unmilitary and unsatisfactory! 
lf the Army must have a War Minister 
responsible to Parliament—and this con- 
stitutional principle cannot be departed 
from—ought we not, as far as possible, to 
prevent this principle from being destruc- 
tive of our Army ! No matter how able 
the civilian War Minister may be, I may 
without offence say that he must neces- 
sarily be ignorant of war and its science 
and still more of its practice. Who would 
care to know his individual opinion upon 
any military subject! Is he likely to be 
the best man to create an army or to con- 
vert a badly-trained army into a good 
one! Weare proud to be called a nation 
of shopkeepers. but is this a businesslike 
proceeding ! In the interests of the 
Army. but still more of the State, we are 
hound to work upon some intelligible 
plan for the management of England's 
military business which will harmonise 
with established principles. I say, with 
confidence, that the only one which will 
answer the national ends was that de- 
vised in 1888 by Mr. Stanhope. Under 
it the Army steadily improved year by 
vear until 1895, when the present per- 
nicious system was introduced, and on 

no sufficient reason so far as I can see. 

| should much like, before I conclude, 

to return to one branch of the subject 

which I touched on incidentally at the 

beginning of my speech. I am strongly 

of opinion that the military expert at the 

War Office should have the privilege, 

that it should be his right, no less than 

his duty. to make his views publie when- 


ever the oceasion arises. My Lords, it is 


not a satisfactory state of things that | 
when there is a difference of opinion on 
our military needs between the politica] 
and the professional chief, nothing is | 
heard on the point of issue outside the 


War Othiece. The 


matter may have | 





urgency, fraught with momentous bear- 

ing upon our life, our very existence as a 

nation. The civilian, rightly or wrongly, 

thinks otherwise, and there it ends. 

Now I say, | affirm, most unhesitatingly, 

that it should not be competent for the 

War Minister, or indeed the Cabinet, to 
give a final decision adverse to a proposal 

deemed of such grave importance by the 
military expert. In such a_ situation, 

in such a conflict of opinion, only the 
nation itself can decide. We should take 
the people of Great Britain into our 
confidence, and after stating both sides 
of the case, ask them for a verdict. The 
Commander-in-Chief would show cause 
why more men, more guns, more mate- 
rial, some change of military policy were 
in his opinion imperatively needed. The 
War Minister would reply defending 
his action in refusing to comply with 
such demands. Either side might be 
justified ; the need might not be so great 
as suggested, the difficulty of response 
at the moment insurmountable; but 
at least those most concerned, the people 
themselves, would have the casting vote. 
I have always thought that Govern- 
ments show much weakness in concealing 
the fact that such momentous questions 
hang occasionally in the balance. 

1 would go yet further in assuring the 
nation that its interests were being 
constantly safeguarded in the matter of 
its military institutions and strength. 
I would throw the weight and responsi- 
bility for these upon the Commander-in- 
Chief, not only by revising the Order in 
Council of 1895, but by calling for a 
definite and direct report or certificate 
from him, year by year, that the Army 
was in proper order, fit and complete at 
every point, sufficient in numbers, well 
found in every respect, armed with the 
best weapons, sufficiently equipped and 
ready for rapid mobilization. Where 
deficiencies and shortcomings existed 
they should be stated specifically and 
in detail. My experience of Army Head- 
quarters in many capacities, and ex- 
tending over many years, leads me to 
believe that had this rule been in force, 
had the demands made annually for the 


'last fifteen years by the Commander-in- 


Chief been published, together with his 
reasons for making them, the taxpayer 
would, in most, if not all instances, have 
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insisted upon these demands being com- 
plied with whenever they had been 
refused. This would have added perhaps 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s 
Budget, but the country would have 
escaped many terrible risks. It is not 
the fault of any particular Secretary of 
State that we are never ready for any 
great emergency, but because the nation 
is never told how we stand in such 
matters, and the only practical remedy 
is to be found in this annual report from 
the Commander-in-Chief to which I have 
just referred. Without it | would warn 
this House and the people of England 
that they can never be certain they are 


getting the value of their money already | 
lis fully written, the country will realise 


spent. or that they will not be rushed 
at a time of crisis into almost unlimited 
expenditure. There are many good 
reasons, into which I shall not enter here. 
why our standing army should be small. 
All I claim is that, at whatever level vou 
may fix the strength of our fighting 
forces, they should at all times be tho- | 
roughly efficient. and that a report to 
this effect should be supplied by the 
Commander-in-Chief. His responsi- 
bility for this statement must so obvi- | 
ously affect his character and reputation | 
that a very sound guarantee for its 
honesty is afforded. 

Recapitulating briefly, | repeat that 
| found the system established in 1888 | 
under which I worked all that could | 
be desired under our constitutional | 
conditions. | have lately given the new | 
system, that of 1895, a fair trial of five | 
years, and [ condemn it as an arrange- 
ment that will never give us a satisfactory | 
Army. I believe it to be a fruitful | 
cause of military weakness, and that it 
is likely to become a positive danger in 
times of war. One other word. It may 
be reasonably argued that if our present | 
Army system is so bad, so unlike that of 
all the great military nations, how were 
we able under it to despatch the large 
army to South Africa we so lately sent | 
there in such a satisfactory manner / | 

| 
| 


The answer, my Lords, is a simple one. 
No Army system, however bad it may 
be. would be allowed to stand in the way 
at such a time by officers like those of 
whom the Headquarters Staff of the 
Army consisted in 1899. I have known 
the War Office well for the last twenty- 
eight years, and I unhesitatingly say 





Viscount Wolseley. 


' their likes and dislikes. 
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that as a whole it could not have been 
composed of better men than those 
serving when Mr. Kruger declared war. 
All were highly educated in their pro- 
fession, almost all having qualified at 


the Staff College. They were effec. 
| tively helped by all the generals and their 
staff at the several ports where troops 
| embarked. All worked hard. day and 
night, and all were determined that the 
| Army required in South Africa should be 
| despatched from England without a 
| 


| hitch, system or no system, and they 
| successfully carried out that determina- 
}tion. But in doing so they. were not 
| helped by the new Army system. If 
ever the history of what was then done 
| how much it owes to those officers, and 
‘how little to the new-fangled. experi- 
mental, and unmilitary system unde1 
which they were supposed to work. 
According to my views of national and 
military matters, it is an unwarrantable 
risk to run in war to rest content with 
an inherently bad Army system, trusting 


always to find first-rate officers to work it 


in time of need. 
An army system to be sound must be 
constructed upon essentially military 


| principles of the simplest and least com- 
| plicated nature, so that it may work 


almost automatically. [It must be worked 
upon military lines, by officers well edu- 
cated by staff, work. under the direct 
orders and supervision of the most. ex- 
perienced general as a commander-in- 
chief. He must know what war is. 
and, above all things. must thoroughly 
understand British soldiers. their needs. 
their virtues—and they are many 


He should be a 


jman who can sympathise with their 


prejudices, and who from personal expe- 
rience knows well the history and tra- 
ditions of His Majesty's Army. Our 
Army is a peculiarly complicated con- 
trivance, differing from all other [uro- 
pean armies in constitution, duties. and 
character, and my own long experience 
tells me it can never be what the British 
nation expects it to be under our present 
military system. As I have already said. 
no one is more convinced than | am 
that the responsibility of the Minister 
for War to Parliament cannot be re- 
duced in any way. But. my Lords, it 
was most carefully safeguarded by the 
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provisions in Mr. Stanhope’s Order in 
Council, whilst the Commander-in-Chief 
was made directly and_ professionally 


responsible to the Secretary for War for | 
the discipline and efficiency of all our | 


military forces. That is the chain of 
responsibility upon which alone, in a 
constitutionally governed country like 
ours, the efficiency of the Army and its 
readiness for war can be adequately 
secured. Without that link 
the civilian statesman, who is the Par- 
liamentary ruler of the Army, and the 
professional soldier, who is Commander- 
in-Chief, the nation can have no sound 
guarantee that the Army they pay for 
is always efficient, and always ready in 
every respect for that conversion from a 
peaceful to a war footing which we 
describe as “* mobilisation.” 

In what I have said I have endea- 
voured to avoid all reference to indi- 
viduals, or to particular instances that 
would illustrate my meaning. I hope 
my reasons for doing so may not be mis- 
interpreted, but I feel bound to say that 
the records of the War Office will be 
found to fully bear out all I have asserted. 
lend as | began, by imploring the House 
to seriously consider the essentially un- 
businesslike system under which the 
military forces of the Crown are now 
administered. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): | wish, in the first place, 
to notice a gentle remonstrance which the 
noble Duke on the back benches ad- 
dressed to me at the opening of his speech. 
He made it a subject of complaint that 
in the year 1895, when I had presented 


a somewhat concise description of the: 


operation of the Order in Council of that 
year, I held out hopes of following it up 
with a fuller statement, and that I had 
disappointed that expectation. I am 
quite unconscious of having given that 
pledge, but if I did, and if it remained 
unfulfilled, it was perfectly open to the 
noble Duke to remind me of it in any of 
the years which have since elapsed, and 
to ask me to make it good. But the sug- 


gestion that we are unduly secretive in 
these matters is, | think, disposed of by 
the Parliamentary Paper which contains 
not only the Order in Council of 1895, 
but a full account of the duties of the | 


(4 Marc 


between | 


, much has been said and written. 
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various departments of the War Office, 
and the rules of procedure under which 
its work is done. If the noble Duke will 
study that Paper, he will find that it 
deals with many of the points which he 
| has raised. 

I pass to the statement to which we have 
just listened from the cross benches. 
| Although we may not all of us entirely 
| agree with what fell from the noble and 
gallant Viscount, I am sure that we are 
all of us glad to feel that the self-imposed 
muzzle which he has worn for the last 
five years no longer prevents him from 
taking part in our debates, to which his 
great experience and authority cannot 


fail to contribute weight and in- 
formation. I wish to confirm the state- 


ment that fell from him with regard to 
the nature of our personal relations 
during the five years in which we were 
employed together at the War Office. | 
do not know whether the Chamber 
which intervened between that of the 
noble and gallant Viscount and my own 
was the scene of such a fast and furious 
traffic as now appears to pass through 
it; but we constantly met, and I can 
honestly say that, so far as I am aware, 
no important question of Army admini- 
stration was ever dealt with by me with- 
out reference to the noble and gallant 
Viscount. To-night he has touched upon 
the difficult and delicate question of the 
relations of the Commander-in-Chief and 
the Secretary of State, and of the relations 
of both those high officials to the heads 


of the great departments of the War 
Office. The subject is one about which 


It isa 
subject full of difficulty and perplexity ; 
but I think that those who have listened 
to the speeches of the noble Duke and 
the noble and gallant Viscount must 
have felt that the real issue involved to- 
night is a comparatively plain and simple 
one. 

The issue raised is this: Are we 
once again to centralise in the Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the Army the whole 
of the responsibility for all the enormous 
and various work which is conducted in 
the War Office? Are we going to 
deprive the great experts of the War 
Office of the responsibility which now 
adheres to them for the advice which they 
give to the Secretary of State? Are we 
going to deny to the Secretary of State 
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the right to obtain expert advice at first 
hand from these high officials? That 
really is the broad and simple issue which 
has been raised. The answer to these 
questions must be in the negative. I am 
perfectly willing to admit ‘that the 
system introduced in 1895 may be re- 
garded as to some extent experimental, 
and that the experience of five vears, 
culminating in the experience of a 
great war, may lead us to the conclusion 
that certain changes in that system are 
necessary. It may be that we shall do 
well to give back to the Commander-in- 
Chief certain powers which were with- 
held from him in 1895. It may be, 
on the other hand, that we shall do 
well to take away from his immediate 
control certain portions of oftice work 
which are now immediately under him. 
But those are. comparatively, matters 


of detail, and I will not attempt to 
anticipate the statement which will. 
no doubt. before long be made else- 


where by the Secretary of State for 
War. But on the main principle of 
enabling the Secretary of State to obtain 
the advice of his experts at first hand— 
upon the main principle. | for one am not 
willing to listen to any proposals in- 
volving the reversal of the present. sys- 
tem and a return to the old system ot 
1888. 

My Lords. the and gallant 
Viscount went somewhat minutely into 
the history of the various changes which 
have been made in the organisation of 
the War Office. IT am not going at this 
hour to follow him, but I wish to impress 
this on your Lordships. that the system 
of 1888, to which he wishes to revert, is 
not in any sense consecrated by long 
usage or justified by experience. It wasa 
system introduced in 1888, in which vear 
the office of Surveyor General of Ord- 
nanee, which was held by a civilian. a 
Member of the House of Commons. was 
doneaway with and thethree high officials, 
dealing with works, ordnance. and the 
supply of the Army, were placed under 


noble 


the immediate control of the Com- 
mander-in-Chiet. The result of that 
change was to effect a stupendous 


centralisation of responsibility in’ the 
person of the Commander-in-Chief. You 
had at the head of this immense system 
His Royal Highness the Duke of Cam- 
bridge. who for so long presided over the 
The Marquess ef Lansdowne. 
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Army, and ¥who certainly was -not 
regarded, even by those who most valued 
his great abilities, as in any sense ay 
expert upon all the subjects with which 
the War Office has to deal. Under the 
Commander-in-Chiet and above the great 
heads of departments there came the 
Adjutant General, again an officer who 
was not necessarily an expert. so that the 
advice of those who were really experts 
—experts as to works. experts as to forti- 
fications, and as to supplies—had to 
percolate to the Secretary of State, first 
through the Adjutant General and then 
through the Commander-in-Chief. What 
was the result ! The Secretary of State 
could not get expert advice upon all these 
questions from the Commander-in-Chief, 
and the true experts had no right to 
give such advice, Of course he got it 
occasionally. but he got it 
There were informal consultations 
between the Secretary of State and the 
heads of departments. Surely if there are 
to be consultations of that kind, is it not 
clear, is it not far better, that they should 
be aboveboard ! . 


sub rosa, 


Viscount WOLSELEY : Under the 
system of I888, and even prior to that, so 
far as I know, the Secretary of State had 
the power, which he very often exercised, 
of sending tor any military officer and 
asking for his advice on any topic that 
he wished to inquire about. 


*THE Marquess of LANSDOWNE: 
Exactly ; but when the military officer 
gave that advice he gave it without 
responsibility. The responsible adviser 
was not the expert for whom the 
Secretary of State sent: the sole re- 
sponsible adviser was the Commander- 


in-Chief. That is the great difference 
between the two systems. My Lords, 


was almost unt 
versally condemned. It was condemned 
in the press and it was condemned 
in Parliament, and the disfavour with 
which it was met led to the appoint- 
ment of the Hartington Commission. 
The noble and gallant Viscount was 
severe cn the composition of the Har- 
tington Commission. We know how 
difficult it is to find suitable gentlemen to 
take part in these inquiries. I[ have 
noticed lately that whenever an inquiry 
is called for, what is most desired by the 


the system of IJ&&& 
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public is that we should get away from 
professional people and go to what are 
described as men of business—men of 


common sense. Now, my Lords, if ever 


there was a Royal Commission on 
which common sense might be said 


to abound it was, I should think, the 
Hartington Commission. I will not, in 
the presence of the noble Duke, suggest 
that he is conspicuous for that quality ; 
but he was at the head of the Commis- 
sion, and he was aided by Mr. W. H. 
Smith, pre-eminently a man of business, 
and a man looked up to by all who knew 
him for the soundness and vigour of his 
judgment ; by Lord Randolph Churchill, 
aman of extraordinary brilliancy and 
originality ; by Sir Henry Campbell 
Bannerman, formerly Financial Secre- 
tary to the War Office, and subsequently 
Secretary of State for War; by Sir 
Richard Temple, an Indian administrator 
of well-known experience ; by Admiral 
Richards, who was able to bring to the 
Commission a thorough knowledge of 
the affaires of the Admiralty—a Depart- 
ment which is so often held up to us for 
admiration ; and, finally, by Mr. Ismay, 
i well-known shipbuilder. It is true 
there was only one soldier upon it, but 
the Commission took military evidence 
by the acre, and it was the Report of 
that Commission which led to the Order 
in Couneil of 1895. 1 will quote a few 
lines from the Report of the Commission. 
lhe Commissioners say 

“ We consider that a definite and direct re- 
— to the Secretary of State should Le 
pleced on the heads of departments for their 
several administration, as is the case with the 
Naval Lords at the Admiralty. Under the 
present system the only real responsibility 
appeais to rest on the Commander-in-Chief, 
who alone would be aceountable to the Secre- 
tary of State, even for such a matter as the 
lefective design of a heavy gun. We do not 
find that this centralisation of responsibility 
exists in the administration of the armies of 
any of the Great Powers of Europe, and we con- 
sider that it cannot conduce to efticiency. 
The professional officers administering depart- 
ments in the War Office should, therefore, be 
ale directly responsible to the Secretary of 
State for the efficiency of those departments 
and for the economical expenditure of the sums 
anpually allotted to them.” 


It became our duty to deal with that 
Report. When we came into office we 
found that our predecessors had made 
considerable progress in framing a 
upon it, and I do 


founded 


scheme 
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not think that when the Order in 
Council was introduced there was 
any great difference of opinion between 


the two parties in Parliament with 
regard to the course to be adopted. We 


gave to each of the heads of depart- 
ments that responsibility which the 
Hartington Commission desired to im- 
pose upon them, and to the Commander- 
in-Chief we gave the supreme command 
of the Army, the right of general 
supervision, and we gave him, at the 
same time, extremely important duties 
of his own to perform. My experience 
of the system does not agree with the 
experience of the noble Viscount. I be- 
lieve, on the contrary, that the system 
has worked well during the last five or 
six years, and | believe if there were, as 
there no doubt have been, failures 
and mistakes during the South African 
War, they were not due to the system 
of 1895, but due, if anything, to the 
fact that that system was not carried out 
as faithfully as it might have been. 

The noble Viscount suggested to us 
that we were able to keep a force of over 
200,000 men in the field not on account 
of any merits in the system, but because 
of the devotion of the Headquarters 
Staff of the Army in those trying times. 
I gladly join my witness as to the 


devotion with which our colleagues 
worked : but does the noble  Vis- 


count forget that every important step 
and decision affecting the army in the 
field in South Africa was considered 
by the Army Board which was introduced 
as part of the machinery of the scheme 
of 1895, an Army Board of which he him- 
self, under our rules of procedure, was 
the president. and which. therefore, gave 
him an opportunity at every step of keep- 
ing his finger on the pulse of what was 
being done and seeing that it was done 
properly, and that the departments did 
not act in ignorance one of the other ? 
That part of the indictment of the noble 
Viscount has signally failed, because | 
think we may claim that if anything 
was well done—and some things were not 
badly done—it was done under the system 
introduced in 1895. The description 
which he gave of the position assigned to 
him under the Order in Council was, 
if he will permit me to say so, a travesty 
of the actual facts. He repeated more 
than once that under the Order in Council 

















351 War Office 


the command of the Army had passed 
away from him to the civilian Secretary 
My Lords, | am con- 


of State for War. 
strained to say that that is a mere rhetori- 
cal phrase. None of the attributes of 
the Secretary of State for War can 
be properly described as involving any- 
thing like command. Under the 
Order in Council the command of 
the Army is in so many words con- 
ferred upon the Commander - in - Chief : 
all Army Orders are issued by him. He 
is the principal adviser of the Secretary 


of State for War. He is charged 
with the distribution of the Army 
at home and abroad, with the 


preparation and maintenance of plans 
for the mobilisation of the Regular 
and Auxiliary Forces. with the pre- 
paration of schemes of offensive and deten- 
sive operations: he charged with 
the appointment to commissions, pro- 
motions, honours, and rewards ; and the 
Military Secretary, who is his immediate 
subordinate—not supervised by him, but 
under his control—deals with the admis- 
sion of candidates for the Army and 
that great and important question of the 
education of the Army which the noble 
and gallant Viscount suggested had been 
taken away from his cognisance. 


1s 


Viscount WOLSELEY: I laid more 
stress on the training than on the educa- 
tion of the Army. 


*THE MaArQuESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
1 suggest that the duties thus 
assigned to the Commander-in-Chiet, 


far from being inadequate and_ insut- 
ficient. are duties so vast and impor- 
tant that one is rather inclined to the 
belief that he would find them of a posi- 
tively overwhelming character. I have, 
indeed, heard it suggested that too much 
work and not too little was thrown by 
the Order in Council upon the Comman- 
der-in-Chief. Yet the noble and gallant 
Viscount suggested that we had succeeded 
in practically abolishing the office of Com- 
mander-in-Chief. My noble friend the 
Under Secretary for War made use of an 
expression which summed up aptly this 
part of the case. He told your Lord- 
ships that the supervision exercised by 
the Commander-in-Chief, which the noble 
and gallant Viscount so much derided, 
was “exactly what the Commander-in- 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 
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' Chief chooses to make it.” My complaint 
of the noble and gallant Viscount is that 
he chose to make his supervision a great 
deal smaller than it really was, and that 
he has persisted in and acted upon that 
most erroneous belief. He may have 
wished to give the system a fair trial, 
but I am comnelled to say that he did 
not 

| think if he had been a little more 
ready to take advantage of the great op 
portunities placed within his reach he 
would not have made those complaints, 
My Lords, what are those opportunities ! 
The Commander-in-Chief is a member 
of the War Office Council, at which 
are discussed in 
the Secretary of State's presence. He 
is president of the Army Board, at which 


‘other important questions are discussed. 


It is laid down in the rules of business 
that all important Papers are to be laid 
before him, and he has an absolute right, 
ot his own motion, to call for any Paper 
he pleases or to initiate any proposal he 
may think desirable. The noble and 
gallant Viscount did occasionally initiate 
proposals having reference to all the 
different departments of the War Office. 
But our complaint of him was that he 
did so fitfully,and only when the spirit 
moved him. If he had watched his oppor- 
tunities more earetully. things might have 
been somewhat different. If he had 
paid more attention to the duties assigned 
to him by the Order in Council, he 
might, for example, have enabled us 
to turn to better account — that 
large number of auxiliary forces that 
we have in this country, and which | am 
constrained to say have been not a little 
neglected during the last five years. 
| think that if he had paid more attention 
to that part of the regulations which 
requires him to prepare schemes of offen- 
sive and defensive operations he would, 
perhaps, have told us. before the South 
African War, that Ladysmith was not 
a very suitable military station for Her 
Majesty's forces to occupy. He might 
even, if he had paid rather more attention 
to these questions, have warned us that 
it would take more than one army corps 
to subjugate the two South African 
Republics. 

My Lords, I say it with regret. but | 
say it with a strong conviction that | 
am only saying what is true, that the 
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noble and gallant Viscount failed to 
take into account the immense import- 
ance of the special duties assigned to 
him by the Order in Council, and as- 
signed to him not in common with 
other officers of the War Department, 
but as duties for which he alone was 
responsible to the Government. I know 
he was under a misapprehension, because , 
on the very eve of my departure from 
the War Office, | had an opportunity of 
considering a paper written by the noble 
Viscount on the subject which he has 
brought before us to-night, and I found, 
to my intense surprise, that in the 
enumeration of his duties contained in 
that paper he omitted altogether to 
mention that he was responsible for the 
mobilisation of the Army, that the 
Intelligence Department was under his 
special control, and that he was charged 
with the preparation of schemes of 
offence and defence. 


Tue Eart or NORTHBROOK : Is 


the paper which the noble Marquess has 
quoted going to be laid on the Table ? 


*THe Marquess OF LANSDOWNE: I 
have no objection. 
Viscount WOLSELEY : What 


are you referring to ! 


paper 


*THue Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: A 
minute of the noble and gallant Vis- 
count s. 


Viscount WOLSELEY : Addressed to 
whom ? 

*THe Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
A minute addressed to the Prime 
Minister. It is impossible to listen to 
the two speeches of the noble Duke and 
the noble and gallant Viscount without 
feeling that the real grievance which 
has rankled in the mind of the noble 
Viscount is that the heads of depart- 
ments in the War Office are given direct 
access to the Secretary of State—— 


Viscount WOLSELEY : I assure the 
noble Marquess that I have no grievance 
of any sort or kind of a personal charac- 
ter. 


*THe MARQuEss OF LANSDOWNE: It 
may be an impersonal grievance, but I 
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will call it his complaint of the system 
introduced in 1895, and the gravamen 
of his charge is that under that system 
the heads of departments are constituted. 
the responsible advisers of the Secretary 
for War. I think that is accurate. 
That [ hold to be absolutely essential. 
The Secretary for War has to defend in 
Parliament proposals involving the ex- 
penditure of millions of public money 
for such things as the supply of the Army, 
equipment, and artillery, barracks, and 
other works; and it is absolutely 
necessary, to my mind, that he should 
be fortified by the advice of experts, 
given not through two or three other 
members of the Headquarters Staff, 
but given to him directly, and with a 
full sense that the giver of the advice is 
responsible for that which he advises. 
The noble and gallant Viscount made a 
| great deal of the argument that the 
present system involved over centralisa- 
tion in the person of the Secretary for 
War. I think his suggestion was that 
that was an infinitely more dangerous 
kind of centralisation than the old cen- 
tralisation in the person of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief. Let us consider that 
argument for a moment. ‘There is all 
the difference m the world between the 
two kinds of centralisation. Centralisa- 
tion in the Secretary for War is in a sense 
inevitable, because he and no one else 
is responsible to Parliament for the 
affairs of the Army. You must there- 
fore have a certain amount of con- 
vergence of responsibility in him. But 
there another aspect of the ques 
tion. Centralisation under the Com- 
| mander-in-Chief means centralisation in 
one who is a soldier and an expert. 
Centralisation under the Secretary of 
State means centralisation in one who 
is not a soldier, and has no pretension 
to be an expert. Consider the difference 
in the position, let us say, of the Director 
General of Ordnance when he comes, 
as the case may be, to the Secretary of 
State. He finds an official who is not 
his military superior and who has no 
pretension to expert knowledge. If he 
comes to the Commander-in-Chiet he has 
to do with a member of his own profes- 
sion, who is senior to him, and from 
whom, with that strong feeling of dis- 
cipline which is prevalent among soldiers, 
_ he may be extremely reluctant to differ. 
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Who is likely of the two to get at the 
real opinion of the expert adviser, the 
Commander-in-Chief or the Secretary 
of State? I venture to think the expert 
is far more likely to give his advice fully 
and freely to the civilian than he is to 
his military superior. 

Something has been said by the noble 
and gallant Viscount as to the practice of 
the War Office with regard to correspon- 
dence. I think the Under Secretary for 
War dealt sufticiently with that point. He 
was perfectly correct in saying that in 
1899 I had proposed that letters going out 
from the War Office should be written 
in the name of the heads of the different 
departments of the office. I was met 
by strong military objections. and | 
abandoned the proposal. with the result 
that the present system was introduced, 
and although the noble and gallant 
Viscount that the present 
procedure leads to letters on purely 
military questions being addressed to 
distinguished officers by the civilian 
Secretary of State, he will remember 
that, although the letter is written by 
the instructions of the Secretary of 
State, the formula used (if my memory 
serves me right) is that he intimates to 
the recipient of the letter that the view 
or the decision of the Commander-in- 
Chief is so and so. There is no attempt 
to suppress the authority of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, and in all purely mili- 
tary cases it is his authority and not 
that of the civilian official that is 
always invoked 

With regard to letters addressed to the 
War Office. If an officer ina district were 
expected to address his letters, not, as 
now, to the Under Secretary for War, 
but to the particular department which 
had to deal with the subject of the letter, 
[ am afraid that there would be perpetual 
confusion. because, as the noble and gal- 
lant Viscount himself told us, in such 
cases you are very often concerned with 
perhaps two or three departments, and 
the person who writes the letter may have 
considerable difficulty in deciding as to the 
manner in which it should be addressed. 
I remember that was brought very 
strongly before me when the question was 
discussed. But these are comparatively 
small matters. In regard to such matters 
I, for one, am entirely in favour of doing 
all that is possible to meet military 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


suggests 


{LORDS} 
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sentiment, and if any improvement in 
the procedure can be devised I shall 
join with the noble and gallant Viscount 
in welcoming it very heartily. 

In another part of the statement of the 
noble Viscount he told the House that 
he thought it was extremely necessary 
in the interests of public safety that 
when the Commander-in-Chief and the 
Secretary ot State for War were unable 
to agree the public should be taken into 
our confidence, and that we should 
leave the public, as it were, to choose 
between the two. [I am afraid that that 
is somewhat a council of perfection. 
Does the noble and gallant Viscount 
think that the government of this 
country would be possible, that the 
administration of the War Office would 
be practicable, if, whenever the Secretary 
of State and the Commander-in-Chief 
were not at one, their arguments were 
to be publicly paraded and to form the 
subject of controversies in the press or 
on the platform? | cannot conceive a 
more fatal arrangement than that there 
should be disputes of this kind in the eye 
of the public. The noble and gallant 
Viscount is a great supporter of a very 
popular institution called the Military 
Tournament. [ should be very sorry if 
the Secretary of State were obliged to 
take part in a military tournament ot 
the kind which the noble and callant 
Viscount suggests. 

Of course, it is the case, and it always 
will be the case. that there will be differ 
ences between the civilian oificials at the 
War Office and the military officials. 
It will be so to the end of time. I do 
not think that the noble and = gallant 
Viscount has very much to complain of 
in regard to the manner in which his 
military demands were dealt with while 
| had the honour of serving with hin. 
The Estimates, at any rate, rose during 
his five years from = £18,000,000 — to 
£21,500,000 sterling ; and at his invita- 
tion we added to the strength of the 
British Army no less than 25,000 soldiers. 
Of course the nobleand gallant Viscount 
did not always get what he wanted, and 
I do not think I am wrong in saying that 
he certainly did not always expect to get 
what he wanted. At any rate, I know 
that when he and I used to take stock 
after the preparation of the annual 
Budget, he always accepted gratefully 
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and philosophically the substantial addi- 
tions which | was able to procure for 
him, and that he never suggested to me 
that any of our failures to concede his 
demands in full involved results fatal to 
the efficiency of the British Army. | 
will not, at this hour of the night, attempt 
to follow the noble and gallant Viscount 
through the other points upon which 
he touched in his long statement ; but 
I will merely say that in my opinion he 
is too apt to forget the limitations which 
our Parliamentary institutions — place 
upon us, that he has failed correctly to 
apprehend the bearing of the system 
introduced in 1895, and that because he 
failed to apprehend it he did not turn to 
account the great opportunities which 
that svstem placed within his reach. In 
my opinion the system of 1895 was in 
principle a perfectly sound system, and 
I sincerely trust that, whatever may be 
done hereafter, we shall not revert to the 
discredited and, as I believe, disastrous 
system which prevailed between the year 
1888 and the vear 1895. 


The further debate was adjourned (on 
the motion of the Earl of NORTHBROOK) 
till To-morrow. 


LONDON UNDERGROUND RAILWAYS. 


Moved to resolve, “ That it is desirable 
that a Select Committee be appointed to 
join with a Committee of the House of 
Commons to consider and report— 


|. Whether the lines of route for 
underground railways in and near 
London, proposed by Bills which 
have been or may be introduced 
during the present Session, are 
best calculated to afford facilities 
for present and probable future 
traffic ; and, if not, what modifi- 
cations of those lines of route are 
desirable. 

2. What special provisions, if any, 
should be made for the protection 
of the owners, lessees, and occu- 
piers of properties adjacent to 
underground railways from pos- 
sible damage and annoyance. ,. 


3. What special terms and conditions, 
if any, as to construction and 
working should be imposed upon 
the promoters. 
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t. Whether any, and which, of the 
schemes proposed by the said Bills 
should not be proceeded with 
during the present Session.” 


(The Chairman of Committees.) 


Agreed to. Ordered that a message 
be sent to the Commons to communicate 
this resolution, and to desire their con- 
currence. 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE 
STANDING COMMITTEE. 

teport from, That the Committee have 

nominated the following Lords to serve 

as Chairmen of the Standing Coim- 

mittee :—- 

E. Halsbury. (Lord Chancellor.) 

E. Spencer. 

KE. Morley. 

EK. Camperdown 

V. Cross. 

L. Elgin. (2. Elginand Kincardine.) 


Read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


THE IMPERIAL 


RIDING 


THe Marquess or AILESBURY: My 
Lords, I beg to ask His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment whether it is a fact that men who 
had failed for the Imperial Yeomanry 
when that foree was first raised, on 
account of not being sufficiently proficient 
in riding, have been debarred from 
again competing, although many have 
in the interval devoted time and money 
to improving their;horsemanship ; and, 
if so, why. 


YEOMANRY— 
TEST. 


Lorp RAGLAN: In answer to the 
noble Marquess, | have to inform him 
that we have no knowledge of men being 
debarred for the reason mentioned in 
his question. No orders have been 
given to that effect. The matter rests 
entirely with the recruiting officer, sub- 
ject to approval. If a case is brought to 
forward | shall be glad to make inquiries. 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
past Eight of the clock till 
To-morrow, half-past Ten 
of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 4th March, 1901. 


Two other Members took and 
scribed the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 


Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 62 has been complied with, 
viz. :— 

Devonport Gas and Coke Bill. 

Glasgow and Renfrew District Rail- 

way Transfer Bill. 
North British Railway Bill. 
Thames Deep Water Dock Bill. 


Ordered, 3ills be 
second time. 


That the read a 


PRIVATE BILLS (PETITION FOR AD- 
DITIONAL PROVISION) (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the Petition for additional Pro- 

vision in the following Bill, the Standing 

Orders have not been complied with, 

viz. :— 

London, Tilbury, and Southend Rail- 
way Bill. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


BEXLEY TRAMWAYS BILL. 

“To empower the Urban District 
Council of Bexley to construct and work 
tramways ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time. 


CAMBRIAN RAILWAYS BILL. 
“To authorise the Cambrian Railways 
Company to extend their railway at 
Pwllheli ; to construct a fixed instead of 
an opening bridgeover the River Dovey ; to 
grant further powers to that company in 
respect of the use of steam vessels ; and 
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| for other purposes,” read the first time: 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
| for Private Bills. 


SOUTH YORKSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER 
BILL. 


“For incorporating and conferring 
powers on the South Yorkshire Electric 
Power Company ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time. 

ALDEBURGH CORPORATION 
(WATER) BILL. 


BINGLEY URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 


BLACKBURN CORPORATION 
BRADFORD CORPORATION 
BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL. 
BURY CORPORATION BILL. 
BURY CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 


BILL. 


BILL. 
BILL. 


BURTON-UPON-TRENT CORPORATION 
BILL. 


CALEDONIAN ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
CARDIFF CORPORATION BILL. 


CLEVELAND AND DURHAM COUNTY 
ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 


CLYDE VALLEY ELECTRICAL POWER 
BILL. 

COLWYN BAY AND COLWYN 

DISTRICT GAS BILL. 

DERBY CORPORATION BILL. 


DERBYSHIRE AND NOTTINGHAM. 
SHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION (GAS) 
BILL. 


DERWENT VALLEY 
BILL 


ECCLES CORPORATION BILL. 


HARTLEPOOLS GAS AND WATER 
TRANSFER BILL. 


HECKMONDWIKE GAS) (TRANSFER) 
BILL. 


URBAN 


WATER BOARD 


HONLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
(GAS) BILL. 


COMMERCIAL 
AND DOCK BILL. 


ILKESTON AND HEANOR 
BOARD BILL. 


IRISH PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


HUMBER RAILWAY 


WATER 
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361 Returns, 
KETTERING URBAN DISTRICT WATER 


KINGSTON-UPON-HULL CORPORATION 


aha 


LLANDRINDOD WELLS URBAN 
DISTRICT COUNCIL WATER BILL. 


LONDON BRIDGE WIDENING BILL. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENE- 
RAL POWERS) BILL. 


MANSFIELD CORPORATION BILL. 
NEATH HARBOUR BILL. 


NEWRY PORT AND HARBOUR 
TRUST BILL. 


POLICE AND 
HEALTH BILL. 


PEMBROKE URBAN DISTRICT COUN. 

CIL (COUNTY OF DUBLIN) BILL, 

PETERSFIELD AND SELSEY GAS 
ILL. 


RHYL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC 
POWER BILL. 


SHIREOAKS, LAUGHTON, AND 
MALTBY RAILWAY BILL. 


PAISLEY PUBLIC 


SOUTHAMPTON AND WINCHESTER 
GREAT WESTERN JUNCTION RAIL- 


WAY BILL. 

STALYBRIDGE, HYDE, MOSSLEY, AND 
DUKINFIELD TRAMWAYS AND ELEC- 
TRICITY BOARD BILL. 

SWANAGE GAS AND WATER BILL. 
TEES VALLEY WATER BOARD BILL. 


THAMES PIERS AND RIVER 
SERVICE BILL. 


WALLASEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
WELLS CORPORATION WATER BILL. 


WOLVERHAMPTON AND CANNOCK 
CHASE RAILWAY BILL. 


YORKSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


MORTON CARR DRAINAGE. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Frederick Milner and Mr. 
Faber. 
PETITIONS. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER | 


GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
TION SCHOOLS). 


Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Kingstor-upon-Hull ; Ipswich ; Enfield ; 
XC. 
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Shipley ; Ilford ; Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; 


Wellingborough ; and Kettering ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


GABINDDAS. 
Petition from Gabinddas, for redress of 
grievances ; to lie upon the Table. 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 
TION ACT, 1896. 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Barnes; Ham; Heston and Isleworth ; 
Ipswich ; and Kingston-upon-Hull ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SAHU, JUGRUP. 
Petition from Jugrup Sahu, for redress 
of grievances ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petition from Leighton Buzzard, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Leighton 
Buzzard ; and Rotherham ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


VACCINATION ACTS. 


Petition from London, for repeal ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MILITIA ACT, 1882. (DEPUTY 
LIEUTENANTS, LRELAND). 


Copy presented, of Return of descrir- 


‘ 


tions of qualifications of Deputy 
Lieutenants lodged during 1900, as 


furnished to the Secretary for Ireland 
[by Act}; to lie upon the Table. 


UNIVERSITY OF GLASGOW, 
Copy presented, of Abstract of Accounts 
of the University of Glasgow for the year 


ending 30th September, 1900 [by Act] ; 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 70.] 


COMMONS ACT, 1876 (SKIPWITH, 
EAST RIDING OF YORK). 
Copy presented, of Report by the 
3oard of Agrieulture upon an application 
for Provisional Orders tor the Regulation 
of the Common and for the Inclosure of 


N 


63 (Questions, 


the Open Fields, respectively, at Skipwith, 
in the East Riding of the county of York 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 71.] 


COMMONS ACT, 1876 (SUTTON, 
NORTHAMPTONSHIRE). 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Agriculture upon an application 
for a Provisional Order for the Inclosure 
of the Open Fields and the Heath and 
Wastes in the parish of Sutton, in the 
county of Northampton [hy Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 72.] 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE (INCLO- 

SURE, ETC., EXPENSES ACT, 1868). 

Copy presented, of Fees to be taken in 
respect of ‘Transactions under the 
Agricultural Holdings Acts, 1883 to 1900, 
in accordance with the provisions of The 
Inclosure, ete., Expenses Act, 1868 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSION. 
Copy presented, of Fifty-third Report 
from the Ecclesiastical Commissioners for 
England, with an Appendix [hy Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


PAUPERISM (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(HALF-YEARLY STATEMENTS). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered Ist March ; Wr. Grant Larson] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[ No. 73. 

WOODS, FORESTS, AND LAND 
REVENUES. 

Abstract Accounts presented, for the 
yearended 31st March, 1900, together with 
the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General thereon {by Act]; to lie upon the 


Table, and to be printed. [No. 74.] 
MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE OF COM- 
MONS IN RECEIPT OF PUBLIC 


MONEY. 

Kketurn ordered, “showing the names 
of present Members of the House of 
Commons who are in receipt of Public 
Money from any public source, whether 
in the form of Salary, Pay, Pension, or 
Allowance of any kind, or who have 
received Commutation in respect thereof 
under the Commutation Acts ; the amount 
they receive or have commuted, with the 
amount of the Commutation Money ; and 
the name of the Office or nature of the 





{COMMONS} 





Questions. 


364 


| Service for wnich the Money is or has been 
paid (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 197, of Session 1897),’— 
(Ur. Fenwick.) 


QUESTIONS. 

SOUTH AFRICAN WAR— ALLEGED 
BOER RECRUITING IN) BELGIUM. 

Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George's): L beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he is aware that Boer agents are actively 
engaged throughout Belgium. enlisting 
recruits for the Boer forces ; and whether 
the Government have taken or intend 
to take any steps by friendly representa- 
tions to the Belgian Government, or 
otherwise, to prevent a continuance 
of same. 


The FIRST LORD oF tir TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): [have to say that we have received 
no information which leads us to think 
that recruiting of the kind referred 
to by my hon. friend is being carried on. 


JAMESON RAID—CHARTERED COM- 
PANY’S LIABILITY. 
*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he 
ean inform the House if the claim of 
the late Transvaal Government against 
the Chartered Company in respect. of 


. the Jameson raid isa British asset; and, 
‘if so, whether he intends taking action 


against the Company for its recovery . 
and, if no action is to be taken, will he 
explain the ground for so acting. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
sristol, W.) rose to answer the question. 


*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: May I rise 
to order, Sir? I should like to postpone 
this question until to-morrow, when, | 
trust, the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies will be here. I do not want a 
repetition of last week. 


Sr M. HICKS BEACH: If the 
hon. Member will allow me to explain, 
| think I ean satisfy him. My right 
hon. friend is unable to be here to-day— 
{An Irish Member: He is in the smoke- 
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room|— but he has sent me_his{ FALSE ANNOUNCEMENTS ON NEWS. 
answer. Will that satisfy the hon. PAPER CONTENTS BILLS. 
(entleman ? Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
: 'I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General 
*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Yes, that) whether his attention has been called 
will do. ‘to placards published by a London 
sin M. HICKS BEACH: The claim P®per_on 28th February, to the follow- 
of the South African Republic against 'S effect : Surrender of Botha, Ofti- 
the British South Africa Company cial, Sun” ; and whether, weed ae 
was for £1,677,938 3s. 3d., including vendors — prosecuted for crying false 
one million for moral and_ intellectual information, he proposes to take — 
dimage. This claim Her Majesty’s Gov- steps against the proprietors of this 
ernment declined to entertain as not P&Per: 
being reasonable. The question whether) Tyry SECRETARY or STATE ror 
the direct loss proved to have been! pip HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
suffered by the South African Republic) pyrene, Croydon): I have been asked 
in consequence of the raid can now | hy my hon. and learned friend to answer 
be recovered from the British South | this question. Newsvendors can only 
Africa Company by His Majesty’ 8 Gov- be prosecuted for obtaining, or attempt- 
emment or by the Government of/ jing to obtain, money by _ false 
the Colony, as successor to the South pretences, which is the case when it 
African Republic, is a question on | js proved that they knowingly call out 
which [ am seeking the advice of the news not contained in the paper they 
law officers. On receipt of their opinion are trying to sell. I am advised that 
llis. Majesty’s Government will take it is not likely that proceedings, if taken 
the whole matter into consideration, | against the proprie tors for obtaining 
and will communicate, if necessary, with | or attempting to obtain money by 
sir Alfred Milner and with the British | false pretences, would be successful 
South Africa Company. in this case. I may add that I have 
*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: May I ask ng from the editor of the Sun a 
why the Seeretary for the Colonies is | ‘tte? 1m which a rn se 
ik king: ’ regret for the occurrence, and says that— 
“The news came to the Sun on ane 


“a 17 SIDA CED. : Jy) | Which has never before failed us. 
Si M. HICKS BEACH: T will tell addition of the word ‘o'ticial’ was the result 


the hon. Gentleman. Beeause it was! of a stupid misunderstanding among the staff, 
necessary for my right hon. friend | one of whom is now no longer in the service of 
to consult the Prime Minister on a | the Sun.” 
matter of great importance. Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
Is the right hon. Gentleman aware 
*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: But as a that these “spots” on the Sun are 
matter of fact is not the right hon. | very common in London papers ? 
Gentleman in the smoke-room now / 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


[No answer was returned. ] 


BRITISH REVERSES—COMMANDER- 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.) : May IN-CHIEF’S REPORTS. 
| ask—-— | *Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 


Sle pine eet is ss ham) : | beg to ask the Secretary of 
Mr. SPEAKER os [he question on | State for War whether, and, if so, when, 
the Paper has been fully answered. he will inform the House what were the 
. 3 amen per : actual circumstances of the surrenders 
S sr JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, a¢ Nicholson’s Nek, Reddersburg, and 
Northwich) : May I ask whether the silos uncasieediak sntisas- ta ah 
reht hon. Gentleman will be good Africa: and what is the report of the 
enough to be careful not lightly to Feta vidintiothal thereu 6 
give up this claim for the reason-—— . — 
; THz SECRETARY or STATE For 
*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild 
N 2 
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not consider it desirable to make a special 
report on each of the unsuccessful actions 
in South Africa, but he has taken steps 
to deal suitably in each case with the 
officers in fault. 


*Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: On 
what ground was an exception made in | 
the case of the action at Sanna’s Post 2 


Mr. BRODRICK: A special report 
was made in regard to that action, and 
in his original despatch Lord Roberts 
alluded to that as a separate despatch 
which he would publish. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Are we to under- 
stand that we are not to take the answer 
just given as going back in any sense 
from the promise made lately in debate 
on this subject / 


Mr. BRODRICK : Certainly not. 


Questions. 


PAARDEBERG OPERATIONS. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been directed ' 
to the concluding paragraph in Lieut.- 
(reneral Kelly-Kenny’s Report to Lord | 
Roberts, dated 20th February, 1900, on 
the operations at Paardeberg ; whether, 
as a matter of fact, Lord Kitchener did 
direct the operations at Paardeberg 
Drift on the 18th February by sugges- 
tions to General Kelly-Kenny ; and who 
is held responsible by the War Oftice 


and the Commander-in-Chief for the 
conduct of those operations. 

Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir. I had 
that paragraph in my mind in the 


answers I gave last week. and I have 
nothing to add to them. General Kelly- 
Kenny is directly responsible for these 
operations, but the Commander-in-Chiet 
takes full responsibility for what occurred. | 
DILLON: Is the hon. 


Mr. right 


{COMMONS} 


The Commander-in-Chief does | 
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Mr. BRODRICK: I have explained 


the exact position of General Kelly-Kenny 


and I have nothing to add. Lord 
Kitchener was empowered by Lord 


Roberts to offer advice. He thought fit 
to do so from time to time, and General 
Kelly-Kenny accepted the advice. 


BLOEMFONTEIN HOSPITALS. 


Mr. BURDETT - COUTTS  (West- 
minster): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he is aware that 
No. 8 General Hospital, one of the two 
largest hospitals at Bloemfontein, has 
remained on the same site for over ten 
months, the ground being thoroughly 
infected with enteric poison in conse- 
quence of the number of enteric cases 
treated there during and since the epi- 


‘demic of last year ; whether, in view of 


the increased rate of mortality from 
enteric in South Africa, immediate in- 


| quiry will be made as to why this hospital 


camp, in accordance with recognised 
principles of sanitation, should not have 
been long since moved to an entirely new 
site ; and whether he can give the num- 
ber of cases admitted to this hospital 
and the number of enteric deaths in it 
during each of the six months ending 
31st January. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I am informed that 
this hospital has remained on the same 
site for ten months, but there appears to 
be no reason for anxiety as the site has 
been reported to be perfect. and the 
sanitary reports up to the 18th January 
state that the general sanitary conditions 
were good. The figures of this hospita 
are as follow : 


Admissions. Deaths. 
August - - 220 3 
September - - 154 - 
October - - 26 l 
November - - 49 5 
December - -- 61 3 
January (to 25th) 93 12 


Gentleman aware that, according to the | The admissions in January are mostly of 


statement of The Times correspondent, | transfers from out-stations. 
to | enteric fever is reported in January as 
severe, many of the cases being practt- 


General Kelly-Kenny telegraphed 
Lord Roberts and received a reply from 


Lord Roberts to the effect that if more | ¢ 
than one brigade were engaged Lord | ¢ 
Kitchener was in command and he must | « 
take his orders from him ? 


‘condition | 
situation shall be changed. 


The type of 


rally hopeless from the first. If any 
loubt is found to exist as to the sanitary 
will undertake that the 
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CIVIL SURGEONS IN SOUTH AFRICA. | 
Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: I beg to) 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
will state with regard to the last fifty 
civilian surgeons and physicians engaged 
by the Royal Army Medical Staff Corps 
for employment in South Africa the 
length of time for which each had been 
legally qualified before being sent out. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Ten were qualified 
in 1901, ten in 1900, and nine in 1899. 
The remaining twenty-one have been 
qualified for varying periods going back 
as far as 1876. 





SOLDIERS’ PENSIONS, 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS = (Ports- 
mouth): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he will consider 
the propriety of placing non-commissioned | 
officers and private soldiers who have 
heen rendered wholly or partially incap- 
able of earning a livelihood by disease, 
clearly due to active service in the field, 
on the same footing for pension purposes 
as those who have been similarly incapa- 
citated by wounds or injuries. 

THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
tHE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): All such 
cases will be specially considered with a 
view to the grant of a pension on the 
sale contemplated. The seale is under 
consideration. 


COST OF TRANSPORT OF HORSES TO 
THE CAPE. 

Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.) : I beg 
to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether he will state the cost 
per head of transporting horses to the 
Cape from Great Britain, United States, 
Canada, Hungary, Australia, and Argen- 
tina respectively. 


Lorp STANLEY: The average prices 
of freight for horses to South Africa are 
as follows: — From Great Britain, 
£24 13s. 6d. ; United States, £22 4s. 6d. ; 
Canada, £23 14s. 4d.; Hungary, 
£21 5s. 7d. ; Australia, £18 ; Argentina, 
£14 3d. The cost of conveying 
horses in transports to South Africa 
cannot be given. 


Ds. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.) : Does the Return for Great Britain 
include Irish horses ? 
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(Questions. 
Lorp STANLEY : Yes, Sir. 


REST FOR HORSES LANDED AT 
CAPE TOWN. 

Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether any steps are now being taken 
to insure sufficient rest being given to 
the horses landed at Cape Town, or other 
South African port, before they are sent 
on to the front, or otherwise employed 
in the service of the war. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I can assure the 
hon. Member that every care is being 
taken to secure the horses as long a rest 
as possible before going to the front. 
Lord Kitchener has recently informed 
me that he has got his supply of horses 
well in hand. 


| COMMISSIONS FOR THE YEOMANRY. 


Sirk JOSEPH LEIGH (Stockport): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether a Yeoman wishful to obtain a 
commission in the Regular Army can do 
so on the same terms as are allowed to the 
Militia, and whether active service at the 


| front would be reckoned as of equal value 


in both eases. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yeomen who have 
served in South Africa are eligible for any 
direct commissions which may be granted 
for service in South Africa. They are not. 
however, qualified to go up for the Militia 
competitive examination. Some com- 
missions will be placed at Lord Kitchener's 
disposal for the benefit of Yeomen. 


YEOMANRY--ACCOMMODA- 
TION FOR RECRUITS AT ALDERSHOT. 

CoLONEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
ping): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether the men who have 
recently joined the Yeomanry and are 
now at Aldershot, holding themselves 
ready to proceed to the front, are without 
proper military boots and coats, and are 
rapidly developing pneumonia, and be- 
coming generally unfit for service owing 
to the accommodation to which they 
have been subjected. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I must refer my 
hon. and gallant friend to a full reply on 
this subject which I gave to a question 
put by the hon. Member for the Basing- 
stoke Division of Hants on Thursday last, 


IMPERIAL 
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the 28th ultimo.+ I have since visited! *Lorp STANLEY : I have seen no state. 


Aldershot, and in my opinion the authori- 
ties there have housed and equipped the 
very large number of Yeomanry who 


ment of the kind, and those responsible 
in the Arsenal report that there are no 
grounds for the allegations in question 





have arrived with a promptitude which in their respective departments. Special 
deserves every commendation. The payments of exertion money will cease in 
supply of men with all necessaries is pro-, the Ordnance Factories on the 3lst 
ceeding at the rate of over 500 a day. instant. 


Sirk JOHN BRUNNER: 


oc : 39 
exertion money ? 


What. is 
THE DUKE OF CAMBRIDGE’S ~s 
YEOMANRY. 

Major RASCH : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether his atten- 
— has ag ge ed a goon Se — ARBOR HILL BARRACKS. 
9 isting tor the u * ot “¥ a de CONTRACTS—FAIR WAGES CLAUSE, 

eomanry at os. per da) Suen whether Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick’s)- 
this class of recruits justifies the addi- fae sa eee 
ie daha of maw-atven I beg to ask the Financial Secretary t¢ 

2 sh alaaad the War Oftice whether he is aware that 
*Mr. BRODRICK: ‘Those men who) the contractor for extensive works at 
have been accepted for the Duke of Cam- Ashurst Hill Barracks, Dublin, has sub- 
bridge’s Yeomanry are fully qualified contractors who do not carry out thie 
according to the standards, and justify Fair W ages Resolution or observe the 
the additional rate of pay given. A, hours of labour in preparing cut granite 
large number of the persons who offered required for the work ; and whether he 
themselves for enlistment have been | will inquire into the complaint. 
ejected. It should be remembered that *Lorp STANLEY: The contractor for 
the men are as a rule some years older | ede _ 
: : Ane jthe works at Arbor Hill 
than ordinary recruits, and therefore are |) - : 
on anemia, aad | which are presumably those referred to 
ae | by the hon. Member—buys his granite 
| direct from a quarry in County Wicklow. 
ENGLISH PURCHASE OF ARTILLERY | On reference to the quarry in question, 
IN GERMANY. ithe General Commanding in Ireland is 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask | informed that the rate of wages current 
the Secretary of State for War if he can | in the district where the stone is cut and 
state on what Vote the field guns ordered 
from Germany will be charged. | 


[No answer was returned. | 


DUBLIN- 


sarracks— 


dressed is duly paid. 


| ROYAL ARMY MEDICAL STAFF 
CORPS — RECRUITING STANDARDS. 
Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
| Ilkeston): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
WOOLWICH ARSENAL—*EXERTION | State for War whether, if a man_ offers 
MONEY.” himself as a recruit for the Royal, Army 
CAPTAIN NORTON (Newington, W.) : Medical Staff Corps, he cannot be accepted 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to if over 5 feet 5 inches in height, although 
the War Office whether his attention has he may be eligible in all other respects ; 
been called to a statement with reference and whether he is eligible for the Milit‘a 
to certain irregularities at Woolwich Medical Staff Corps and the St. John 
Arsenal in connection with the payments Ambulance Brigade if above that height. 
to principal foremen under the head of a His ad 
exertion money, and whether he will LORD STANLEY : A man. if over 
consider the advisability in the public ? ae if geet ng could : "7" 
interest of exercising increased super- — as @ special recruit for the sino? 
vision in order that sufficient money Army Medical Corps, and, if he was a 
may be saved to raise the wages of the good and desirable man in every other 
way, would probably be accepted. A 


lowest paid Government labourers. AS 2 ! 
1 te ae man of 5 feet 6 inches is not over standard 
for the Militia Medical Staff Corps, and 


*Mr. BRODRICK: These have been 
charged to Vote 9 for 1900-1. 





t See page 32. 
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373 Questions, 
would be accepted if found fit. I am not 
aware of the standards required for the 
St. John Ambulance Brigade. 


ARMY TRAINING—-RESPONSIBILITY 
OF ADJUTANT GENERAL. 

‘ CotonEL WELBY (Taunton): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the Adjutant General, who by 
Orders in Council of 29th November, 
1895, and 7th March, 1899, has been 
charged with the military education 
and training of the officers, warrant 
officers, non-commissioned officers, and 
men of the Regular and Reserve Forces 
and Militia of the United Kingdom, is 
responsible for the due performance of 
those duties direct to the Secretary of 
State, and whether general and other 
officers are forbidden to practise any 
system of training which has not received 
the sanction of the War Office. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The Adjutant 
General is charged with the military 
training of all ranks subject to the super- 
vision of the Commander-in-Chief, who 
signs all orders regulating exercises. 
It is essential that one system of training 
should be in force throughout the Army. 
Ii, therefore, general or other officers 


consider that any change from the 
existing system is desirable, it is their 


duty to submit it for the consideration 
of the Commander-in-Chief, and not to 
put it into practice until it has received 
his sanction. 


CoLoNEL WELBY: Then am I right 
in understanding that the responsibility 
of the Adjutant-General is through the 
Commander-in-Chief, and not direct from 
the Secretary for War ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: My hon. and gal- 
lant friend is fond of propounding ques- 
tions in a debateable manner. The 
responsibility of the Adjutant-General 
in the performance of his duties is, no 
doubt, direct to the Secretary of State, 
but he acts under the supervision of the 
Commander-in-Chief in such military 
questions, and, of course, carries out the 
directions of the Commander-in-Chief. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): May I ask whether, as a 
matter of fact, such a plan for the training 
of officers as has been indicated was sub- 


{4 Marcu 1901} 


mitted by the Adjutant-General to the 
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Secretary of State for War ; and whether 
that plan has been neglected both by the 


right hon. Gentleman and _ his _pre- 
decessor ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir; I am not 
aware of anything of the kind. Any 
plan submitted by the Adjutant-General 
through the Commander-in-Chief would 
be caretully considered. 


CotoneL WELBY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, in 
the event of the proceedings of courts- 
martial or courts of inquiry on surrenders 
in South Africa, showing those sur- 
renders to have resulted from defective 
or ineffectual training of officers and men 
despatched from the United Kingdom, 
steps will be taken to fully judge the 
system of training, and to hold those 
who have laid it down as sharing equally 
with the officers and men who have had 
to put it in practice the responsibility 
for those surrenders. 


Mr. BRODRICK: It would be very 
difficult to draw any conclusions such 
as the hon. and gallant Member suggests 
from the courts-martial or courts of in- 
quiry which have reported. The ques- 
tion of the training of the troops is being 
carefully considered by the Commander- 
in-Chief, { 


DECEASED SOLDIERS’ SAVINGS— 
SERGEANT-MAJOR GARNER. 

CoLtonEL LOCKWOOD: I beg to ask 
the Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether a man’s regimental savings bank 
account is shown in his non-effective 
account, and has this item been rendered 
by the battery in the case of Sergeant- 
Major Garner ; and whether the savings 
bank account of the battery has been 
submitted for audit since 1899. 

At the same time, may Lask the Finan- 
cial Seeretary to the War Office whether 
the remainder of Sergeant-Major Garner's 
estate has been issued, as stated by the 
Financial Secretary ; and, if so, has the 
non-effective account also been received, 
and on what date was the remainder of 
the estate issued ; and, considering that 
eighteen months have elapsed since 
Sergeant-Major Garner’s death, in justice 
to his widow, can inquiries be made by 
telegraph at the battery which is in stand- 
ing camp at Natal. 


venenih_Aaell 
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Garner had about £135 to his credit in 
his savings bank account. His non- 
effective account has not been received 
owing to the fact of his battery, which 
was engaged at Dundee, being unable 
to furnish the details. Enquiry has been 
made by telegram and every endeavour 
is being made to clear up the matter. 
The balance of money due to the Sergeant 
Major, with his war and discharge gratui- 
ties, has been provisionally issued, and 
although it is against all regulations I 
have authorised the payment of half the 
amount shown to be in the savings bank 
according to our last return. 


IRISH LINEN KHAKI. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that at a recent 
meeting of the linen merchants of Belfast 
disappointment was expressed because 
the Government would not take linen 
khaki for the making of soldiers’ clothing, 
and that linen is only one farthing per 
yard more than cotton khaki, although 
linen wears three times as long as cotton ; 
and whether he will see that Irish linen 
gets the preference from this time for- 
ward for making soldiers’ uniforms. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): May I ask the Government to 
take this matter into their most favour- 
able consideration, as it is one which 
excites great interest in Belfast ? 


Lorp STANLEY: The attention of 
the Secretary of State has been drawn 
to this matter. The preference for cotton 
over linen khaki is due not only to the 
fact that the latter is more expensive, but 
also colder and less absorbent than the 
former. In view of the recent adoption 
of woollen drab serge for the service dress 
ot the Army, it is very improbable that 
any large quantity of either cotton or 
linen khaki will be required hereafter by 
the War Department. 


Mr. DALY: Is it a fact that if Irish 
linen were used in the manufacture of 
soldiers’ uniforms the constituents of the 
First Lord of the Treasury at Man- 
chester would suffer ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


{COMMONS} 


Lorp STANLEY : It appears that at { 
the end of June, 1899, Sergeant-Major | 


(Juestions. 576 
ADMIRALTY CONTRACTS AT 
BARROW-IN-FURNESS. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): 1 beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether portions of the 
work for the furnishing and upholstering 
of the four ships building at Barrow-in- 
Furness for the Government has been 
sub-let, whether any of the work exe- 
cuted by some of these sub-contractors is 
of an unsatisfactory character, whether 
he is aware that the work have been 
carried out by boys and under-paid 
labour, and whether he will appoint an 
inspector to supervise and pass the work 
before paying for it; and whether sub- 
contracting is allowed by Government 
Departments in view of the Fair Wages 
Resolution of the House of Commons. 


*THe CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. PRetyMan, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The work of furnishing on 
these ships has not been sub-let. The 
upholstering work, included in the con- 
tract, comprises only a few cushions and 
curtains, and is sub-let to a local firm 
who have previously done similar work 
for His Majesty's ships. The answer 
to the second and third questions is in 
the negative. All such work is invariably 
supervised and passed by Admiralty 
overseers before it is paid for. ‘Sub- 
contracting is allowed subject to Admi- 
ralty approval, and on condition that the 
responsibility of carrying out the work 
in a satisfactory manner, and_ that 
the wages paid shall be those generally 
accepted as current in each trade for 
competent workmen, remains with the 
principal contractor. 


ROYAL VISIT TO THE COLONIES— 
PRESS ACCOMMODATION. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: 1 beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he is yet in a position to say 
what arrangements are made for the 
accommodation of representatives of the 
press on the ships of war that will accom- 
pany the Royal Mission to Australia, and 
to state what news agencies or news- 
papers will be allowed to send repre- 
sentatives. 

*Mr. PRETYMAN: The First Lord 


much regrets that it was not possible to 
find accommodation for all applicants; 


but careful inquiry showed that five 
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berths at the utmost could be made 
available on the two cruisers. These 
places have accordingly been appor- 
tioned among the applicants. A decision 
could not be postponed, as the cruisers 
sail on Thursday next. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Will you 
kindly_say what agencies or papers are 
to get places ? 


‘*Mr. PRETYMAN : Perhaps the hon. 


(fentleman 


Navy Estimate. 
that combinations have been arranged. 


INDIA—-PROPOSED NEW PROVINCE. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether the sanction of His 
Majesty's Government has been given 
to a scheme by which it is proposed to 
join four or five provinces peopled with 
Pathan tribes, all outside the Indian 
border, under the same military, political, 
and revenue administration as now 
obtains in four of our own British dis- 
tricts within the borders of India ; and 
will the full Papers relating to this 


scheme be laid before Parliament at an_ 


early date. 

THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The Papers relating to this 
subject will be in the hands of Members 
in a few days, and they will show that 
the assumptions in the first question of 
the hon. Gentleman are erroneous. 


CHINA—RUSSIA AND MANCHURIA. 
*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall) : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the Governments of Great 
Britain, Germany, and Japan have pro- 
tested against the ratification by the 
Chinese Government of the agreement 
lately concluded between the repre- 
sentatives of Russia and China in Man- 
churia; whether that agreement, if 
carried out, would give Russia control of 


Manchuria to the exclusion of all other | 


nations, would prevent the subjects of 
any other Power from obtaining con- 
cessions in Manchuria, and would place 
the trade and customs there under 
Russian control. 
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will allow me to answer | 
that question on the Supplementary | 
I may, however, say | 
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| *THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
'FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): The question 
,to which the hon. Member refers is 
‘engaging the earnest attention of His 
Majesty's Government, and has _ been 
the subject of diplomatic communica- 
tions between the Powers. In the 
opinion of His Majesty’s Government, 
any statement or discussion on the sub- 
ject at the present moment would be 
inexpedient. 


“KOWSHING” ARBITRATION. 

Sik MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
| brightshire): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State tor Foreign Affairs if 
he can give to the House any information 
as to the British steamer ** Kowshing,” 
sunk by the Japanese in their war with 
'China; whether the Chinese offered to 
refer the case to arbitration ; whether 
arbitration was accepted, and, if so, 
whether anything came of it before the 
commencement of the present hostilities ; 
and whether he can give the House any 
assurance that the case will not be lost 
sight of, but that it will be included in 
the Bill of Indemnity to be paid at the 
end of the present war by the Chinese 
rovernment to this country. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: The Chi- 
nese Government accepted the offer 
of Her Majesty’s Government to refer 
the case to arbitration, and the terms of 
reference to the arbitrator were under 
discussion when the disturbances broke 
out in China. In the actual circum- 
stances further delay is inevitable, but 
the case will certainly not be lost sight 
of. As it is to be decided by arbitration 
it is clear that there can be no question 
of payment until the arbitrator has 
| given a decision. 


| ARABI PASHA. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
Arabi Pasha is to be allowed to return 
‘to Egypt from Ceylon. 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: No peti- 
tion has recently been received from 
Arabi Pasha for leave to return to Egypt. 
If he were to make such a request the 
matter would be referred to the Egyptian 


| Serrenpenent for consideration. 
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METROPOLITAN STIPENDIARIES. 


+ Mk. EUGENE WASON (Clackman- | 


nan and Kinross): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he will explain why he 
does not act upon the recommendation 


of the Report of the Departmental Com- | 


mittee of his predecessor in office and 
appoint an additional magistrate for the 
North London and South Western 
Police Courts ; and whether he is aware 
that, as a consequence of there being 
only one magistrate appointed to these 
police courts instead of two, as in all other 
Metropolitan police courts, justice is 
frequently delayed by reason of the 
frequent demands that are made, conse- 
quent on the necessity of the same case 
having to be heard by a magistrate who 
can only attend the court occasionally. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: This is a question 
which has been repeatedly under the 


consideration of my predecessors and of | 


the Treasury. It has not hitherto been 
considered that the total number of 
days on which Metropolitan magistrates 
sit during the year are sufficient to justify 
the imposing on Imperial funds the cost 
of two additional magistrates. I am aware 
that considerable inconvenience arises of 
the nature referred to in the question. 


Provision has been made to lessen this | 


as much as possible by an arrangement 
that the magistrates attached to other 
courts, who sit in turn at the two courts 
in question, shall, as far as possible, do 
so in consecutive weeks, and on the same 
day in these weeks. 


THAMES POLICE—CHRISTMAS BOXES. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether the recent reduction of 
ten third-class inspectors of the Thames 
Division of the Metropolitan Police to the 
rank of constables for a breach of the 
regulations will affect the pensions of the 
men, some of whoin have been in the 
service for nearly a quarter of a century ; 
and whether, in view of the severity of 
the punishment, he will order a fresh 
inquiry, with a view to a mitigation of 
the punishment. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The amount of these 
men’s pensions will, of course, be con- 
tingent on the amount of their salary 
immediately previous to their retire- 
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Having made inquiry into the 
matter I see no reason at all for a recon- 
sideration of the decision in their ease. 


Mr. NANNETTI: What was the 
offence actually committed by these 
men ! 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Certain constables, 
on one pretence or another, went along 
the river collecting money from various 
wharfingers. They were punished for 
it, and in the course of the inquiry it 
transpired that ten  third-class — in- 
spectors had connived at the action and 
shared the spoils. They confessed to it. 
They were punished, and, I think, not too 
severely. 


| ment. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PAY. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether he is 
aware that the recent increase in allow- 
ances to the men of the Metropolitan and 
other borough police forces is causing 
dissatisfaction among the inen of county 
police forces serving in many cases actu- 
ally on the other side of the street, and 
who, although they have as great ex- 
penses and live under practically the 
same conditions, are yet debarred from 
the advances that have been made; and 
further, whether he will recommend 
county authorities to grant these special 
allowances to men serving in populous 
urban areas under the same conditions 
which prompted an advance to the 
Metropolitan and borough forces. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The existence of the 
dissatisfaction indicated has not come to 
my knowledge. But I may say at once 
that the matter is not one in which ] 
could take the action suggested. 


UNDERGROUND RAILWAYS IN 
LONDON. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of ‘Trade 
whether, in case His Majesty's Govern- 
ment propose the appointment of a Com- 
mittee to consider, in conjunction with 
a Committee of the other House, the 
best lines of route for underground rail- 
ways in London, it will be proposed that 
all Bills for underground railways intro- 
duced in the present session shal] be 

referred to such a Committee and 
i 
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whether, in the case of the appointment 
of such a Committee, His Majesty's 
Government will consider the desira- 
bility of letting the reference to it be 
sufficiently wide to allow the Committee 
to report upon the whole question of so 
arranging and connecting underground 
lines as to enable such lines to afford the 
maximum of relief to surface traftic, and 
to secure rapid transit from the central 
parts of London to the suburbs. 


‘ THe PRESIDENT oF tHe BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. GeraLb BALFour, Leeds, 
Central): Yes, Sir, I hope that the 
reference to the Committee will be so 
framed as to ensure that all the Bills 
of this session dealing with underground 
railways in London shall be laid before it, 
and also that the Committee shall be 
invited to report whether the lines of 
route proposed are best calculated to 
afford facilities for present and probable 
future traffic, and, if not, what modi- 


fications of those lines of route are desir- . 


able. 


SKATING FATALITY ON COMPENSA- 
TION DAM, GREENOCK, 

Mr. JAMES REID (Greenock): | 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate if he is 
aware that a young man named John 
Kennedy was drowned on the 16th 
instant while skating on the reservoir 
known as Compensation Dam, Greenock ; 
that the said reservoir is the property 
of the Water Trust of Greenock, but is 
within the police jurisdiction of the 
authorities of the county of Renfrew ; 
that no police were present; that no 
life-saving apparatus was available ; that 
those present who gallantly endeavoured 
to save the young man’s life stated that 
if such apparatus had been available his 
life could have been saved ; and that the 
suid reservoir is largely used in time of 
frost by the inhabitants of Greenock 
and district ; and if he will give such 
instructions as may probably prevent a 
recurrence of similar accidents. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): As re- 


gards the lamentable accident referred 
to by the hon. Member, I understand, 
from a report which I have received from 
the Chief Constable, that two life-belts 
are kept in a sluice-house adjoining the 


dam, 
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officials, and there also is a rope. All 
the employees of the Water Trust have a 
key to this sluice-house, as also the 
constable of the district. Although the 
constable had been in the neighbour- 
hood of the dam on the two previous 
days, he was unfortunately not there on 
the day of the accident, having been 
detailed for special duty at a funeral at 
Wemyss Bay. As a heavy thaw had set 
in, he thought no one could possibly 
venture on the ice, and therefore did 
not apply for a constable to take his 
place. It would, as the hon. Member 
can understand, be impossible for the 
police to watch all the many reservoirs 
and dams within their jurisdiction and 
be responsible for warning persons 
against their own foolhardiness—a duty 
which is not imposed on them by any 
Statute. But the chief constable pro- 
poses to communicate with the engineer 
of the Water Trust of Greenock, to the 
effect that if he will at any time notify 
to the county police that in his opinion 
there is danger of accidents to venture- 
some people at the reservoirs within 
their jurisdiction, a police constable will 
be detailed to warn them of their danger. 


PREVENTION OF STEAM TRAWLING 
OFF SCOTLAND. 

Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg 
to ask the Lord Advocate if he can state 
how many gunboats have been placed 
each year for the last five years at the 
disposal of the Scotch Fishery authorities 
by the Admiralty, with the view of pre- 
venting steam trawling on the Scoteh 
coast in the prescribed waters. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Fishery Board that 
during the last five years H.M.S. 
‘* Jackal” or a substitute has been at 
their disposal for fishery superintendence 
under the Herring Fisheries (Scotland) 
Acts. The Board have also received 
occasional assistance from an Admiralty 
cruiser for the investigation of certain 
specific complaints of illegal trawling. It 
must be borne in mind, however, that 
the help given by the Admiralty is ren- 
dered in connection with the duties 
imposed upon them by the Sea Fisheries 
Act, 1883, and that these duties do not 
wholly refer to waters in which trawling 
is prohibited. 
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Gentleman last year state distinctly that 
two or three gunboats had been placed 
permanently at the disposal of the 
Fisheries Board 1+ 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I re- 
member giving an exact account of what 
had been done, and if the hon. Member 
refers to Hansard he will see what I said, 
no doubt. 


Mr. POWER : In view of the fact that 
so much damage is done in Ireland, where 
so little of the gigantic expenditure on 
the Navy takes place, will the right hon. 
Gentleman take steps to impress on the 
Admiralty the desirability of sending a 
gunboat for the protection of the Irish 
fisheries ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): Have 
not the Admiralty now a gunboat on 
loan to the Scottish Fishery Board ? 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I must 


ask for notice. 


POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS IN 
NORTHUMBERLAND. 

Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he has 
received any communication from the 
inhabitants of New York and Murton, 
in the township of Murton, Northumber- 
land, praying for further postal facilities ; 
if so, can he state now whether he is able 
to make any improvement in this respect. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHaAm- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): A  com- 
munication was received on the 20th 
ultimo from the chairman of a meeting 
of the inhabitants of the township. 
The necessary inquiries are not yet com- 
pleted, but as soon as a decision has been 
arrived at it will be communicated to 
the hon. Member. 


TELEGRAPH OFFICES IN RURAL 
PARISHES. 
Mr. BRYCE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing 


+ Refer to The Parliamentary Debates 
[Fourth Series], Vol. Ixxxv., page 871. 
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the Postmaster General, whether, under 
the provisions of the Post Office Acts, 
and particularly of the Post Office 
Guarantee Act, 1898, any parish is 
entitled to require the establishment 
within its limits of a telegraph office, 
if the parish council considers that it 
would be for the benefit of the parish 
to have such an office, and is prepared 
ito furnish the guarantee required by 
| those Acts. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Post Office Guarantee Acts do not confer 
on a parish council the right to require the 
establishment of a telegraph office in 
the parish. They merely empower the 
council to pay to the Postmaster General 
any loss he may sustain by reason of 
the establishment of such office. It 
is left to the Postmaster General to 
decide whether the office shall be 
established, and I need hardly say 
that he is always ready to give careful 
consideration to any case that may be 
brought before him. 


SOUTH ARMAGH MAGISTRACY. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 8.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state the number of Roman Catholics, 
and the number of non-Roman Catholies, 
in the population of the Parliamentary 
Division of South Armagh, and their 
respective representation on the Bench. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHaAm, Dover): There 
is no official information on the religious 
distribution of the population, or magis- 
tracy, by Parliamentary divisions, but, 
according to the census returns of 1891 
there were at that date in the County 
Armagh 65,906 Roman Catholics and 
77,028 Protestants of various denomina- 
tions. The number of justices of the 
peace in the county, exclusive of resident 
magistrates and chairmen of councils, is 
168, of whom twenty-three are Roman 
Catholics and 145 are Protestants. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman take steps to get 
rid of that disproportion ? 


I have answered 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 


that question more than once. 
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SMALL DWELLINGS (ACQUISITION) | true that the holding in question has 
ACT—PURCHASES AND LOANS. been taken by a man ssiabil has No 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief extra police have been drafted into the 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of district for the purpose of protecting 
Ireland whether he can state how many Lyons, and no extra cost has, therefore, 
houses in Ireland have been acquired by heen incurred in his protection. 


workmen under the provisions of the a 2 ; 
Small Dwellings (Acquisition) Act. Mr. DUFFY: Will the right hon. 
bases ve gentleman say how many police are 
Mr. W y N DHAM : The Local Govern- actually needed for the protection of 
ment Board are unable to say how many this man 2 


purchases have been completed in Ireland aa , : 
under the provisions of this Act. As _ Mr. WYNDHAM: No extra police 


already stated by me, the Board has have been drafted into the district for 
sanctioned one loan to enable the Dublin the purpose, but I cannot say how many 
Corporation to make advances for the of the ordinary force there are engaged on 
purchase of five dwellings. the duty. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: Cannot the 
IRISH LAND—REDEMPTION OF right hon. gentleman obtain the infor- 
wai pong te ccerliemeaene ice mation asked for in the first paragraph ? 

sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, ,_ , — _ oe PRS 
N.): I beg to ask Mr. Chaneellor of the), M8. WYNDHAM: 7 cannot ask what 
Exchequer if he can state how much ee 
money has been paid out of Irish estates a ee een ee 
in respect of the redemption of Crown | DAIRY INSTRUCTION IN MUNSTER. 
and quit rents since the passing of the Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, N.): I beg 
Land Purchase (Ireland) Acts. 'to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
; ses Pa oe ‘Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
Sin M. HICKS BEACH: Since the attention has been directed to the pro- 
passing of the Land Law (Ireland) Act, ceedings at the last meeting of the Mun- 
1881, up to 31st March, 1900, the ster Dairy and Agricultural Institute at 
money paid out of Irish estates in respect Gop; on the 26th ultimo: and, in view 
of the redemption of Crown and quit of the fact that the governors of that 


eaten ai institute communicated with the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and Technical In- 
LORD CLANRICARDE’S ESTATES. struction some months ago asking for a 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway, S.): I beg to definite decision as to the establishment 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord of an agricultural school in connection 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether Lord, with that institute and the continuation 
Clanricarde’s agent refused recently two of the system of itinerant dairy instrue- 
years rent, offered by the widow M‘Do- tresses for the province of Munster, 
angh, in order to be allowed to enter whether he can state what is the cause 
into possession of her house and farm, in of the delay in sending a definite reply 
the parish of Woodford, county Galway ; to the governors of the institute ; and, 
whether he is aware that the same seeing that the Cork County Council 
house and farm was handed over since voted a grant of £1,000 a year in Feb- 
to a man named Lyons without any fine ruary 1900 in aid of the establishment 
or compensation, who was unable to of an agricultural school, can he say 
hold his own farm, the interest of which | what steps the Department is going to 
he sold about six months ago; and/ take in this matter, and how soon ? 
whether he will state the number and the Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
cost of the extra police drafted into the has been good enough to send me a news- 
et tee Set ae ene paper report of the meeting referred to 
a sc in the question. I am advised that 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no official the governors of the Munster Institute 
information as to the accuracy of the have been fully informed of the views 
statements in the first and second para- of the Department of Agriculture, which 
graphs, though I am informed that it is were to the effect that the Department 
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would recommend no change in the! 


position of the Munster Institute until 
all the county councils of the province had 
had time to consider the question ade- 
quately, pending which consideration the 
work of the institute would continue as 
heretofore. It is true the county council 
of Cork passed a vote of £1,000 for the 
purposes of the Munster Dairy School, 
but the schemes of the Cork County 
Council under the Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction Act are as yet in 
a very immature state, and the other 
county councils of Munster are equally 
interested in the question involved. It 
would be most undesirable for the De- 
partment, by precipitate action, to take 
any steps which might adversely influence 
the character of agricultural education 
in the country generally. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork County, S.E.): 
Cannot the right hon. gentleman, out 
of last year’s grant, now lying idle, do 
something to help this matter forward ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM : I would do nothing 
against the advice of the Department of 
Agriculture for Ireland. 


WEXFORD COUNTY COUNCIL'S 
APPEALS. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: TI beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will grant 
the two Returns entitled Wexford County 
yr. Loeal Government Board and Loeal 
Government (Ireland) Officials standing 
on to-day’s Paper. 

+ The following are the Returns referred to 
in the questio1:—Wexford County v. Local 
CGovernme't  Board.—-Return giving the 
Report of the Judgment delivered in the 
Irish Court of Appeal on Monday, 25th 
February dast. together with the Pleadings 
and Aflidavits on both sides, in the case of the 
County Wexford County Council against the 
Local Government Board for [reland. 

Loeal Government (Ireland) Officials. 
Return giving the cases in which the Salaries 
of County Council, District Council, Urban 
Council, and Union Officials have been in- 
creased or attempted to be increased by the 
Local Government Board for Lreland since the 
passing of the Local Government (Ireland) 


Act, together with the amount of the former 
Salary and of the increased Salary in each 
case, and the total addition to Irish Loeal 
Taxation consequent upon these increases ; 
and giving also Copies of the protests of the 
local bodies concerned avainst these increases 
or attempted increases. 
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Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: At the 


same time may I ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the comments of the Judges of the 
Court of Appeal in Ireland on the letter 
of the 30th April, 1900, addressed by the 
Irish Local Government Board to the 
County Council of Wexford; and 
whether he will lay upon the Table of the 
House the letter referred to and the 
affidavits of Sir Henry Robinson, Vice- 
President of the Local Government 
Board, in reply to the case made by tke 
Wexford Council against the sealed 
orders of the Board which have been 
quashed by the Court of Appeal. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In respect of the 
first of these Returns there is no objecticn 
to giving the report of the judgment of 
the Court of Appeal, with the affidavits 
attached. I do not quite gather what is 
meant by the plead’ngs. It would be 
impossible to give, officially, reports of 
speeches made by counsel. There is no 
objection to giving the information asked 
for in the second Return, excepting only 
the protests of local bodies. There are, 
in all probability, protests upon minutes 
which have not been communicated to 
the Local Government Board in the form 
of resolutions. I should be unwilling, 
by publishing those received, to expose 
the Board to the charge of having with- 
held any protests. On the other hand 
the task of obtaining access to, and of 
searching all the records of all the bodies 
concerned over so long a period, would 
involve a greater labour than I feel 
could fairly be thrown on a heavily worked 
Department. The form of this Return 
is now under consideration in connection 
with a somewhat similar notice recently 
moved for by the hon. Member for North 
Donegal, and I will communicate with 
the hon. Baronet on the subject in the 
course of a couple of days. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
The right hon. Gentleman speaks of the 
great labour which would be thrown on 
the Department in searching the records 
for protests. Could he not issue athree! 
line circular to each council, asking if 
any such protest has been made, and 
thus get the information ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no objection 


to taking any reasonable steps, but there 
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might be some difficulty in following 
this plan. We might be charged with 
omitting some. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: That would 
not be your fault. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Have the 
Local Government Board any objection 
to giving county councils a copy of the 
judgment ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No; perhaps the 


best plan would be to print it as a Parlia- 


mentary Paper. 


GOREY LICENSING CASE. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if his attention 
has been called to the case of the Crown 
ry. Boyan, in which the Gorey bench of 
magistrates refused to convict the pro- 
prietress of the Railway Hotel, Gorey, of 
a breach of the licensing law for allowing 
money to be played for on her billiard 
table: whether this case has been re- 
turned from the King’s Bench to the 
justices of Gorey for rehearing with a 
view to a conviction, and with what 
result ; and if he will instruct the police 
in Ireland to prevent the playing for 
money on billiard tables in hotels in 
Ireland in future. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer to the 
first paragraph of the question is in the 
affirmative. The case has been returned 
tu the justices, who have convicted the 
proprietress of the hotel, fining her one 
penny and with a direction in 
conformity with the suggestion of the 
Queen’s Bench Division that the con- 
viction should not be endorsed on the 
The police are aware of their 
No special direc- 


costs, 


licence. 
duty in such matters. 
tions are necessary. 


CLARE COUNTY COUNCIL--DIRECT 
LABOUR. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the proceed- 


ings against three Clare county coun- | 


Messrs. Halpin, Lynch, and 


cillors, 


M'Inerney, in reference to a matter 
arising out of the direct labour question, 
and whether, as the Irish Government 
has drafted a Provisional Order dealing | 
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/with that question, he will take steps 
| to have the defendants released from the 
_ order to enter into sureties to be of good 
| behaviour. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer to 
| the first paragraph is in the affirmative 
and to the second in the negative. The 
Provisional Order can have no bearing 
on the prosecution to which the her, 
Member refers. 


Questions. 


SURETIES OF THE PEACE~HALPIN 
v. RICE. 

Mr. M*FADDEN (Donegal, E.) : I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
if his attention has been drawn to the 
decision of the judge of the King’s Bench 
in Ireland in the case of Halpin v. Rice, 
; and to the observation of the Lord Chiet 
Justice as to the difference in the law 
affecting persons in England and Ireland 
on application before the magistrates 
for sureties to keep the peace and be of 
good behaviour, and if, in view of the 
opinion of the judge that persons in 
Ireland called upon to give sureties to be 
of good behaviour have a grievance in 
being precluded from giving evidence 
on their behalf, he will introduce a Bill 
assimilating the law on the subject in 
both countries. 


Mr. FLYNN: At the same time may 
lask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland, 
in reference to the judgment in the 
King’s Bench on the 26th ult. in the ease 
of Deputy-Inspector H. Rice, Royal 
Irish Constabulary, vr. Halpin, and in 
connection with |his promise to bring in 
legislation with a view to carry into effect 
the recommendation of the learned 
judges, whether he will undertake to 
introduce a Bill before Easter. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL - ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): In answer to the question of the 
hon. Member for East Donegal, | must 
refer the hon. Member to my replv to 
a similar question put to me on Friday 
last, when I stated that if the Members 
for Ireland would be good enough to give 
me an assurance that they would facili- 
tate the assimilation of the law in the two 
countries in this respect I would forth- 
with introduce a short Bill for the pur- 
pose. The hon. Member for North Cork 
asks me if I will introduce the_Bill before 
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Easter. I can only repeat that, provided | whether they have a remedy or what it 
I receive the assurance I have asked for, | is 
the Bill will at once be introduced. 


se yenaiean | Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: If they in- 
Mr. FLY NN: How can we give the | stitute legal proceedings against the 
assurance until we see the Bill ? inspector will the right hon. Gentleman 


Mr. ATKINSON: I have said that | take care that-— 
the Bill will assimilate the law in the *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
two countries. right hon. Gentleman has already said 

he cannot advise a remedy. 
FAIR RENT APPLICATIONS IN F 
COUNTY KILDARE. 

Mr. CAREW (Meath, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether he can state 
how many fair rent applications are 
pending in the union of Naas, county 
Kildare ; when will they be listed for 
hearing ; what was the date of the last 
sittings of the sub-commissioners there ; 
and when the next sittings may be 
expected to take place. 


BIRR AND PORTUMNA RAILWAY, 
Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) ; 
On behalf of my hon. friend the Member 
for East Galway I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, as the International 
Railway Corporation, Limited, London, 
have agreed to comply with conditions 
| laid down by the Irish Office in reference 
to the restoration and reopening of the 
Birr and Portumna line of railway, he 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The hearing of a_ will state what is the cause of any further 
list containing eighteen fair-rent applica- | delay. 
tions from the Naas Union will be com- oe = 
menced at Naas on the 19th inst. The Mr. WYNDHAM a The proposals of 
list includes all applications received from the International Railway Corporation 
eis wats ten A wlenenentention | TOte brought by the Irish Government 
last sat at Naas in January, 1900. before the Treasury, who did not see 
“i their way to hold out any expectation 
THE RECENT “DAY OF GENERAL |that they will consent to a grant of 
MOURNING”—POLICE AND IRISH | £12,000 in aid of the reconstruction of 


SHOPKEEPERS. is ee, 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord IRISH NATIONAL TEACHERS’ 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the SALARIES. 


Government intend to compensate the Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
traders of Roundwood and Lara for the | W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
loss they sustained in their business in the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
consequence of the police order to keep he can state when the Code of Instruction 
their shops closed on Saturday, 2nd for Irish National Schools, an extract 
February ; if not, what remedy have | from which was presented to this House 
the traders for the injury done to their | last July, will be ready, and what is the 
business by the illegal action of the! special scale of salaries for each grade 
police. ' which this extract states is arranged. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to this} Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commissioners 
question is in the negative. lam unable | of National Education cannot, at present, 
to advise the hon. Member upon the | fix a date for the issue of the Code, as 
point raised at the conclusion of the} they are still in correspondence with 
question. the Treasury. It will, however, be 

eee i | issued wi avoidable delay, : “ill 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Then am |! ued without avoidable delay, ind wi 
| inelude the special scale of salaries. 
I to understand that the people who | 
ave suffered by the illegal action of the | 
aero saneren hy the Seege BOON The | kas LAW ADSENIATRATION 11 


police have no remedy ? EAST TYRONE. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member} Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I beg to 
must understand that I cannot advise | ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
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tenant of Ireland if he can state whether 
the Agent of the Commissioners of Edu- 
cation has taken, or is instructed to take, 
proceedings to evict a tenant named 
Joseph Magennis, who resides in Derry- 
trisk, near Coalisland, county Tyrone, 
for a technical breach of one of the pro- 
visions of the Land Act, which took place 
in ignorance of the law two years ago; 
and what steps, if any, it is proposed to 
take in this matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In this case [am 
informed that the tenant committed a 
breach of one of the statutory conditions 
of his tenancy by opening a house for 
the sile of intoxicating liquors without 
the consent of the Commissioners. The 
Commissioners. in consequence, have 
directed proceedings to be taken for the 
determination of the tenancy. ‘They are 
willing to waive proceedings if the tenant 
surrenders his licence as required by 
them. 


IRISH PRE-UNION STATUTES. 

Mr. CHANNING 9 (Northamptonshire, 
E.): | beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
effect will be given to the suggestion of 
the Deputy Keeper of Public Records in 
Ireland in the last Report, and the publi- 
cation of the original statutes of the 
Irish Parliament in Norman French be 
carried out, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am _ informed 
that the Treasury are in communication 
with the Statute Law Revision Com- 
mittee on this subject. In the mean- 
time the actual work of editing and pre- 
paring the statutes for press is being 
proceeded with. 


WESTMEATH MAGISTRACY. 

Mr. SULLIVAN (Westmeath, S.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state how many Roman Catholics 
and how many Protestants there are in 
the county of Westmeath; how many 
Roman Catholic magistrates and how 
many Protestant magistrates there are 
in that county ; and how many Roman 
Catholics and how many Protestant 
grand jurors have been summoned by 
the present High Sheriff of that county 
to serve as grand jurors at the spring 
assizes. 


VOL. XC. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
Roman Catholics and Protestants of 


various denominations in the county of 
Westmeath at the time of the Census of 
1891 was 59,904 and 5,123, respectively. 
The number of justices of the peace in 
the county, exclusive of resident magis- 
trates and chairmen of councils, is 146, 
of whom ninety-six are Protestants, 
forty-eight Roman Catholics, and there 
are two whose religions are unknown. 
There are no official statistics of the re- 
ligious denominations of gentlemen sum- 
moned by the High Sheriff to act as 
grand jurors. 


SHROPSHIRE LIGHT INFANTRY 
OUTRAGES IN TIPPERARY. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been directed to the series 
of outrages in the shape of house wreck- 
ing, robberies, and burglaries recently 
committed in Tipperary by soldiers of 
the Shropshire Light Infantry stationed 
there: whether any action was taken 
by the officer in command to prevent 
such conduct ; and whether the persons 
suffering loss will be compensated by 
the Army Department. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: ‘Two burglaries and 
a malicious injury to property were com 
mitted last month by soldiers belonging 
to this battalion in Tipperary. In each 
case the accused was arrested and com 
mitted for trial at assizes. Neither the 
officer in command nor the policeantici- 
pated such conduct, and no special steps 
were taken, therefore, to prevent it. 
The inquiry in the last paragraph should 
be addressed to my right hon. friend the 
Secretary of State for War. 


Mr. CULLINAN : Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say why the commanding 
officer took no steps to stop this series 
of outrages ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: One can hardly call 
two burglaries a series. 

Mr. CULLINAN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the regiment has 
been transferred to ‘Templemore, and 
that on arrival there the men smashed 
windows ?/] 

O 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


does not arise out of the question. 


Questions. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Are these men acting 
under the proclamation of Lord Roberts ? 


PROTECTION OF TRISH FISHERIES. 

Mr. POWER: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he can state how many gun- 
hoats have been placed by the Admiralty 
at the disposal of the Inspectors of Irish 
Fisheries each year for the last five years, 
with the view of preventing steam trawl 
ing in the prescribed waters off the Irish 


coasts. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The 
occasions on which gunboats have been 
employed for the purpose stated during 
the past five years was—in 1896, twice ; 
in 1897, twice; in 1898, once; and in 
1899, three times. Last year no gun 
hoat was employed. 1 would refer the 
hon. Member to my reply on the 21st 
February to the question of the hon. 
Member for Galway as to the special 
steps now being taken by the Depart 
ment of Agriculture with a view to the 
suppression of illegal trawling within 
the prescribed limits off the Irish coast. 


number of 


PROSECUTION OF THE 7TUAM NEWS 
EDITOR. 

Mz. DUFFY : I beg toask Mr. Attorney 
General for Ireland whether he is 
aware that Mr. John M‘Philpin, editor 
and proprietor of the Tuam Neirs. 
Tuam, county Galway, has been sum 
moned by the Crown to give evidence 
in respect to resolutions and newspaper 
reports published in’ his paper. and 
alleged to have been furnished to him hy 
persons awaiting their trial at Athenry 
on 14th March next; and whether, in 
view of the announcement made recently 
in respect to similar summonses issued 
in the city ot Waterford, he will direct 
the immediate withdrawal of the sum- 
mons against this newspaper editor. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The cases of Mr. 
Redmondand Mr. M‘Philpin are not iden- 
tical, as the latter has only been summoned 
to produce reports sent to him for publi- 
extion. 
has any special privilege exempting him 
from the liability to produce these docu- 


+ See preceding volume of Debates, page 698, 
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ments, I will undertake that, unless jt 
should be absolutely necessary in the 
interest of justice to examine him, he 
will not be produced as a witness. 


HORSE-BREEDING IN 
COUNTY. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen's County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he can state how many _ pre- 
miumed stallions (thoroughbred and 
agricultural) have been allotted to Queen's 
County under the Royal Dublin Society's 
scheme ; and whether any grant of public 
and, 


QUEEN’S 


money goes in aid of this scheme ; 
if so, what amount. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As already stated 
by me, one-half of the annual grant of 
£5,000, paid to the Royal Dublin Society 
under the Probate Duties Act of 1888, is 
applied in aid of the Society's scheme for 
thoroughbred stallions. Of the twenty- 
five premiums paid under this portion 
of the scheme. one thoroughbred stallion 
has been allocated to Queen's County. 
The three premiums of £50 for agricul- 
tural stallions are not paid out of public 
funds, but out of the private funds of the 
Society. 


DWELLINGS IN MOUNT. 
MELLICK. 

Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he has received a resolution 
passed by the Town Commissioners. of 
Mountmellick in favour of further legisla- 
tion enabling corporate bodies to provide 
for the 

rents, 


LABOURERS’ 


suitable house accommodation 


labouring classes at reasonable 
and suggesting that a yearly grant. 
similar to that made under the Land 
Purchase Acts of 1891-6 in aid of the 
erection of labourers’ cottages in [reland, 
should be made to towns commissioners 
and urban councils in order to lighten 
the burthen of the rates and _ facilitate 
the removal of hovels; and whether the 
Government propose dealing with this 
question during the present session o! 
Parliament. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: | 
resolution referred to in the question. 
It is not proposed to introduce legisla 
tion on the subject during the present 


have seen the 


session. 
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FERMANAGH RENT APPEALS. FAIR RENT APPLICATIONS. 

Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.): I beg = Mr. CULLINAN: I beg toask the Chief 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Secretary to tne Lord Lieutenant of 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state the Ireland whether his attention has been 
number of appeals from the Sub-Com- directed to the practice of the Land Com- 
mission now pending for rehearing by mission of postponing indefinitely the 
the Chief Commission in the county of hearing of fair rent applications in cases 
Fermanagh ; and whether he is aware where negotiations for sale are pending, 
that some of these appeals have been and whether he will take steps to secure 
lolged over four years, and will he state a more speedy hearing of such cases in 
how many cases were reheard by the future. 


Chief Commission at their last sitting at ee Ie : Bee 

Enniskillen, and when the Chief Com- . Mr. WYNDHAM : Phe ( RE IEC 

mission will next sit in Fermanagh. inform me that the hearing of fair rent 
applications is only postponed in cases of 

Mr. WYNDHAM: There are 314 the kind mentioned upon the application, 
eases. in county Fermanagh in which and with the consent of both landlord 
appeals are pending for upwards of two and tenant, and that either party can 
veirs, but there is no case unlisted in apply at any time to have the fair rent 
which the notice of appeal was lodged applications proceeded with. 
prior to June, 1898. One hundred and 
fittv-one cases were listed for the last BELTURBET POST OFFICE. 
sitting of the Commissioners at Ennis- Mr. MGOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
killen ; of these, only sixty-four cases t, ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
went to an actual hearing in court, the representing the Postuinsber General, 
remainder being either withdrawn Or whether his attention has been ealled to 
settled by the parties. Phe date of the the unsuitability of the present post office 
Reet SNE Ot the Land Commission at jy Belturbet, both in its position and 
Enniskillen for the hearing of appeals ctructural arrangements ; and is it the 
has not yet been arranged. intention of the Department to provide 

a proper building or build a new post 
WICKLOW MAGISTRACY, office in Belturbet. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Chief Seeretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the fact that the Roman Catholics of 
county Wicklow are three-fourths of the 
population, and that the Roman Catholic 
magistrates are twenty-eight and the 
Protestant magistrates 135 in the county, 
he will take steps, either by suggestion 
to the Lord Lieutenant of the county 
Wicklow, or otherwise. to reduce the pre- 
ponderance of Protestant over Roman 
Catholic magistrates. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
present post office at Belturbet, to which 
the business was moved after the late fire. 
is a temporary one, and inquiries are 
being made as to the best means of obtain- 
ing better accommodation. A scheme 
for buying a site and building specially is 
under consideration. 


COUNTY TYRONE POSTAL ARRANGE: 
MENTS. 

Mr. DOOGAN : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 

Mr. WYNDHAM: [am afraid T can postmaster General, if he is aware that 
only repeat what I have already stated, the residents of the district in county 
that recommendations for appointments Tyrone, known as Stewartstown to 
to the Commission of the Peace are made Aughinderg, which comprises eleven 
by the Lieutenant of the county to the townlands, have petitioned the authori- 
Lord Chancellor, and that it is not within | tjes for a daily delivery of letters, and can 
the province of the Executive to intervene Je state whether the prayer of that 
inthe matter, as suggested. petition will be granted. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Is it a8/ Mfg. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
cae agrine, Mages pack the magisterial bench Yes, Sir, the residents applied for a more 
ast» pack the jury box frequent delivery of letters. Some little 
*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! time ago the frequency of the service was 
PZ 
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increased from three to four days a week, 
and the Postmaster General has now 
sanctioned a delivery every weekday. 


Questions. 


The improved service will be commenced | 


as soon as possible. 
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'whether it has been considered, or will 
| be considered, by the Commissioner of 
' Valuations in Ireland that the payment 
of taxation by the land- -owning class has 
| been transferred to the occupiers, as that 
which was formerly assessed as land js 
now assessed under the description of 
| buildings being included in the rent of 
houses. 


IRISH RATING VALUATIONS. 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether he can | 


explain why in England, Ireland, Scot- | 


land, and Wales the local authorities are 
te rating authorities, but the Irish 
Valuation Commissioner and officials are 
Government employees; and whether 
measures will be taken to have the law 
assimilated for the three kingdoms by 
anending the Local Government (Ireland) 
Act. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
difference of practice is the 
a difference in the law in the two eases. | 


The 


am not prepared to propose any change | 


in the Irish Act in this respect. 
Mr. FIELD: 


when the Irish Valuation Commissioner 


issues his valuation it becomes law subject | 
whether the | 


to appeal, he can state 
new valuation of the county boroughs 
of Dublin, Belfast, Cork, Limerick, and 
Waterford will increase local and Imperial 
taxation ; and whether, in view of the 


Financial Relations Report, care will be | 


taken that the valuation shall be lowered, 
in order that the Imperial taxation of 
those county boroughs may be reduced, 
as the local rates can be met by increased 
poundage. 

Mr. AUSTEN 


cannot say what will be the result of new 


valuations if such are applied for in the | 


towns named. But there is no power 
under the Valuation Acts to lower the 
valuation as suggested. 


Mr. FLYNN: Does the valuation 
occur if the local authorities object 2 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No 
valuation can take place unless the local 
authorities ask for it. 

Mr. FIELD: 


tary to the Treasury, in view of the fact 


that rating is based on rental, 
rentals include the 

“@ 
upon 


annual value 


which premises are built, 


land 





result of | 


I beg to ask the Secre-| 
tary to the Treasury whether, seeing that | 


I beg to ask the Secre- | 


and that | 
of the | 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: J] 
‘am not quite certain that I understand 
the hon. Member's question ; but I can 
assure him that, generally speaking, land 
in county boroughs is valued on its letting 
value, like other rateable property. and 
that wherever the amount of land 
attached to a building is more than a 
mere curtilage, a separate valuation of 
it will be made. 


. i MAIDEN 
ENMARE BAY. 
Mr. JOYC : (Limerick) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
he will state who is responsible for the 
system of buoying in force on the Irish 
seaboard, and whether he will inquire as 
to the buoy at present marking a rock 
known as the Maiden Rock in Kenmare 
Bay, which is only an ordinary buoy, 
with a view to having it replaced by a bell 
buoy, so that vessels navigating those 
waters at night may have a means of 
knowing the situation of this rock. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Except 
where there are local lighthouse authori- 
ities, the superintendence and manage- 


IRISH ROCK, 


_mentof all lighthouses, buoys, and beacons 
| throughout 
CHAMBERLAIN: I 


Ireland and the 
seas and islands are vested in the 
missioners of Irish Lights. The 
missioners inform me that no application 
has been received by them for a bell buoy 
pat Maiden Rock, Kenmare, in place of 
| the first class buoy by which the rock is 
fat present marked. 

| Mr. JOYCE: Is it necessary that an 
| application should be made ? 

| Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
‘it very desirable. 

| 


adjacent 
Com- 
Com- 


I think 


| KINSALE WATER SUPPLY. 

Mr. CREAN: I beg to ask the Neere- 
tary of State for War whether he is aware 
| that a distinct understanding was arrived 
| 
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at between the Kinsale Urban District | any Anglo-Portuguese treaty which would 


Council and the War Office, with the 
approval of the Local Government Board, 
by which it was arranged that the War 
Office would advance the money required 
for providing a supplemental water supply 
in excess of the sum reached by the 
borrowing powers of the council and con- 
tract to take a water supply for the use 
of the military, recouping themselves for 
their outlay by an annual sinking fund 
covering principle and interest,to be taken 
eredit for by them out of the amount 
to be annually paid for the water supply. 
Will he explain on what grounds, after 
the council had been put to an expense 
of about £200, the military authorit‘es 
informed them that they had changed 
their mind and could not see their way to 


carry out the arrangement ; and, if, under | 


these circumstances, the matter will be 
reconsidered with the object of enabling 
the district council to carry out the pro- 
posed work. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. No such 
understanding was arrived at with the 
council. The council made a_ proposal 
tosupply water to the barracks at Kinsale 
which would have involved an estimated 
advance of £5,000 from War Depart- 
ment Funds. It was not considered 
desirable to agree to it, and no arrange- 
ment whatever was made with the 
council. 


DEFENCE OF GIBRALTAR. 

Mr. O’KELLY (Roscommon, N.) : | 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether His Majesty's Government will 
open negotiations with the Spanish 
Government for the cession of Tarifa and 
the territory adjoining the western shore 
of Gibraltar Bay before expending any 
more public money on the harbour works 
at Gibraltar. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: His Majesty's 
Government have no intention of opening 
negotiations of the kind proposed. 


ANGLO-PORTUGU ESE 
M. 


TREATY 
DELCASSE’S SPEECH. 


Mr. O’KELLY: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether his 
attention has been called to a speech in the | 
French Senate by M. Deleassé, and 
whether in the event of hostilities there is , 


compel the British Government to inter- 
vene in a dispute between the French 
and Portuguese Governments. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: His Majesty’s 
Government have received the textual 
report of the speech by M. Deleassé to 
which reference is made. They do not 
think its effect is properly described in 
the question. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): Will the 
Government lay on the Table of the 
House copies of any communications that 
have passed between the Government 
and Portugal ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: They are on 
the Table. 


THE ROYAL DECLARATION AGAINST 
ROMAN CATHOLICISM. 

Mr. JOYCE: | beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he has received 
information from various public bodies, 
by resolution and otherwise, expressing 
their disapproval at the words which 
His Majesty the King had to make use of 
at the opening of Parliament with regard 
to the Roman Catholic religion ; and if 
he will give the matter his consideration. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, I 
have received information of the kind to 
which the hon. Gentleman refers. I have 
nothing to add to the statement I have 
already made in answer toa similar ques- 


| tion on the Paper. 


Mr. JOYCE: | should like the right 
hon. Gentleman to answer the last para- 
graph of the question. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | think it 
clear from the answer that 1 have given 
it consideration. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether he 
has seen the resolution which was passed 
by the Canadian Parliament on the 
subject ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, I have 


not. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman if he is interes- 
ted in the subject ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
“Mr. DILLON: May [ ask, with re- 


ference to the order of 


nl 


on with the Civil 


on Friday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, 


order in which they are on the Paper. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): What will be the 


} 


business to-morrow ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As | 
already stated, the business to-morrow 
will be the Vote on Account, and, in 
accordance with the practice which 
was introduced a year or two back, 
I have made such inquiries as I ean 
from authorised sources and I find 
the discussion which is most desired 
is that on the Education Vote, whic 
will accordingly be placed first. 


{COMMONS} 


business to- 
day, whether it is proposed to take 
the Estimates in the order in which 
hey appear on the Paper, or to go 
Service Estimates 
from the point at which we left off 


Sir ; 
I propose to take the Estimates in the 


course of 


have 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No; I think 
that hassbeen the practice for some 
years. The hon. Gentleman is per- 
fectly right in saying it was not the old 
practice. It is a new one, and I think 
it has been found to be most convenient. 


NEW MEMBER SWORN, 


Sir Francis Henry Evans, K.C.M.G., 
for the Borough of Maidstone. 


‘PROCEDURE OF THE HOUSE—AMEND.- 
MENT OF STANDING ORDERS, 
Standing Order No. 51 read. 
| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I rise to 
move the motion which has now been 
for some days on the Notice Paper 
|of the House. The effect of the amend- 
ment of our Standing Order would 
be to place the House in relation 
Ways and Means 


'to Committees of 


}, | Precisely in the position in which it 


ordinarily stands with regard to Com- 
mittee of Supply. As the House is 


Sir J. FERGUSSON: In case the/#Ware, it was formerly possible tor 


Speaker is not got out of the Chair 
on Friday, will the debate be continued 
on the Monday following ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [ must not 
be understood to pledge myself a week 
in advance, as unforeseen necessities 
for taking other business may arise. 
But I hope the discussion on the Army 
Estimates will be continued on Monday. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Is it the 
intention of the Secretary of State for 
War to make his statement first on 


Friday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, I hope 
so. I think it will be the most con- 
venient course. On Thursday the first 
business will be the motion of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer for the Com- 
mittee on the Civil List, and after 
that is disposed of we shall go on with 
the Supplementary Estimates. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Is it not 
a departure from the practice of the 
House for the Minister for War to 
make his statement on the question 
that Mr. Speaker leave the Chair ? 





lof going into Supply.” 
|has led to certain evils which it is 


|private Members to move resolutions 


whenever one of the Orders of the day 


| was to the effect that “ Mr. Speaker do 


the chair for the purpose 
That practice 


now leave 


not necessary for me to deal with now, 
and it was found to be intolerable. 
But up to last year no similar incon- 
venience has been felt with 
to the power of moving Amendments 
on going into Committee of Ways 
and Means. That power has always 
been open to private Members, but 
it has seldom been taken advantage of : 
and, before last year, | think I am_ not 
wrong in saying that there were only 
five cases in the last twenty  yea’s 
in which any hon, Member thought 
it necessary to take advantage of this 
privilege. With the exception of the 
occasions when the Consolidated Fund 
sill or the Appropriation Bill were 
before the House, I do not think thit 
for the past twenty years hon. Membeis 
have ever thought it necessary to 


regard 





interpose by putting down a motion 
upon going into Committee of Ways 
and Means. But it is evident that 
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a practice once started will continue. 
There are, I think, two motions down 
already on going into Committee of 
Ways and Means, and it is perfectly 
certain that the way having been 
once shown by some bold pioneer, like 
my hon. friend behind me, he would 
find plenty of imitators, and the House 
would no longer be sure, when the 
Order for Committee of Ways and 
Means is put down, that it might not 
be occupied by some quite different 
and possibly totally irrelevant discussion 
upon some other matter. It is very 
instructive to bear in mind what hap- 
pened in a parallel case on going into 
Committee of Supply. It was a super- 
stition very prevalent when I first 
came into the House, and it has not yet 
been wholly dissipated, that the power 
of moving resolutions on going into 
Committee of Supply is a modern 
relic of the old privilege possessed by the 
House of Commons of dealing with 
grievances betore granting Supplies. 
| understand that very careful investi- 
gation was made into this question 
some years ago, and it was then dis- 
covered that the first time a resolution 
had been moved on going into Com- 
mittee of Supply was in the vear 1811, 
by a gentleman who seems to be the 
predecessor of my hon. friend in Parlia- 
mentary inventiveness, and who first 
saw the opening that this Standing 
Order lett to private Members. But 
although that privilege was started 
in IS11, it was only used three times 
in the course of the succeeding ten 
years. But the practice grew, and 
it grew apace, until the time came when 
the House felt that it was impossible 
to deal with Supply if, whenever the 
Supply was put down, 
some totally different question was 
raised and discussed for an indefinite 
time. [| suppose that there are Gentle- 
men on both sides of the Tliouse 
who regard this as one of a long series 
of tyrannical interferences with the 
rights of private Members, and who 
think the proposed amendment of our 
Standing Order, like all previous amend- 
ments, is really due to the inordinate 
greed and ambition of successive Govern- 
ments, who wish to grasp unduly 


business of 


the time at the disposal of Parliament 
to carry out their 


own 
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nefarious or, , 
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at all events, undesirable schemes. | 
think that is an extremely shallow 
view to take of a process which I quite 
admit has been going on now for a 
century. 

The real truth of the matter is that 
a great many causes have been at work 
which make it perfectly impossible 
for the Government to do any work 
at all, or to carry on the business of 
the country, without modifying the 
rules of the House. It is not the fault 
of the Government, or the fault of the 
House, but it is due to circumstances 
over which the House has really no 
control, for it is due to the increased 
perplexity of modern Governmental work, 
to the press and the telegraph; and 
due, perhaps, to one other cause as 
much as any other, and that is the fact 
that a very much larger number of hon. 
Gentlemen desire to take part in our 
debates than was the case one hundred, 
or eighty, or even sixty years ago. 
I am not one of those who believe that 
the level of Parliamentary ability in 
this House has in the smallest degree 
fallen; I rather take the other view. 
But assuming that what I say is trueand 
that Parliamentary ability in this House 
is very much higher than it was, it 
is not surprising that the great mass 
of Members are now, being forced by 
their constituents, far less content 
than they were to allow the work of 
discussion in this House to be carried 
on by a relatively small number of 
selected and favoured individuals. While 
that process has been going on un- 
fortunately the day still consists of 
only twenty-four hours, and only a 
certain number of Parliamentary days 
occur in six months, and — sessions 
which last more than six months are 
rightly considered as inflicting too great 
pressure upon hon. Members of this 
House. Therefore, if you are going to 
treat your business in a common-sense 
way, and see that during this six months 
there shall be a fair amount of time 
given to those who desire to criticise 
matters, and a fair amount of time to 
those who want to discuss the Bills of 
the Government, and also a fair amount 
of time to the Government in order to 
carry out the work of legislation which 
the country requires, it is absolutely 
necessary that you should, from time to 
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time, so modify your rules that that 
fair 'division? of time shall not be inter- 
fered with on one side or the other It 
may be—and my hon. friend thinks that 
it is a fact—that under our existing 
system the time allotted to Members 
of the Opposition and to private Members 
of this House for the purpose of Parlia- 
mentary criticism is inadequate. I think 
that forty-three days out of one hundred 
days, roughly calculated, which are 
given up to the work of criticism, is 
more than sufficient. That, however, 


Amendment of 


in my judgment, is a matter for entirely , 


separate discussion from the motion 
which I have placed before the House, 
and if the time allotted is insufficient, by 
all means let us increase it. We might 
increase the twenty-three days given to 
Supply to twenty-five days, or make 
any other change which is thought 
desirable, but do not let us re-introduce 
with regard to Committee of Ways and 
Means a system which has been pro- 
ductive of nothing but confusion and 
evil in connection with Committee of 
Supply. If hon. Gentlemen will look 
back at the debates which took place in 
this House when the privileges of 
private Members were gradually being 
curtailed in the matter of resolutions 
going into Committee of Supply, they 
will find that the evil most universally 
complained of, not merely by the Govern- 
ment, but by independent Members 
themselves, was that this system of 
moving resolutions produced the utmost 
uncertainty as to the period at which 


important business would come on. 
If that is true—and it certainly is 
true—of the resolutions moved on 


going into Committee of Supply, still 
more is it true of resolutions on going 
into Committee of Ways and Means. 
I may remind the House that almost 
the most important occasion on which 
this House goes into Committee of Ways 
and Means is when the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer has to explain to the 
House and to the public his financial 
scheme for the year—which is an oceasion 
of the profoundest interest both inside 
and outside of these walls, an oceasion 
always looked forward to by every class | 
of the community interested in it, | 
and it would be of the utmost incon-| 
venience should it be postponed at the 
will of one single individual, which it | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour, 


{COMMONS} 
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might be, because on going into Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means there is not 
even that limited safeguard which we 
now claim for a motion for the adjourn- 
ment of the House. A motion for the 
adjournment of the House cannot be 
moved unless, at all events, forty Mem- 
bers agree to it. But a single Member, 
acting in concert with nobody else 
and representing nobody else, has it 
in his power to put down a_ subject 
for discussion on the motion “ That 
'Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair” 
on going into Committee of Ways and 
Means, which may last nearly the 
whole night, and which may throw the 
Budget speech of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer into the dinner hour, and 
may cause in other ways the utmost 


contusion in our business, and_ inflict 
the utmost inconvenience both upon 
the House and the public. In a lesser 


degree the same objection applies to 
any other occasion in which the House 
is asked to go into Committee of Ways 
and Means. Those other occasions are 
really confined to the occasion on which 
the House goes into Committee of 
Ways and Means for setting up the 
Consolidated Fund Bill, by which we 
terminate our financial year, and again 
when the House goes into Committee 
ot Ways and Means upon the Appro- 
priation Bill,which winds up the financial 
business of the session. It is competent 
under our existing rules for an hon. 
Member to put down what motion he 
likes upon these occasions. But observe 
the great inconvenience of even this. 
At the present time the Consolidated 
Fund Bill is the last work we do—or 
almost the last work we do—before the 
Easter rising, and if you allow private 
Members to bring in these motions 
upon the introduction of the Appropria- 
tion Bill then you will have to finish off 
the business of Supply a day earlier 
than at the present time. It is hard 
enough at present to get our Supply 
through so as to enable the Government 
to comply with the law, but that difficulty 
will necessarily be increased if you add 
one more day to the time given up to 
Supply by allowing hon. Members to 
put down a motion on going into Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means when we 
introduce the Consolidated Fund Bill. 
A parallel argument applies to the 
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Appropriation Bill at the end of the 
session. We fix our holidays to run 
at the time when the Appropriation 
Bill passes its Third Reading, and we 
have to arrange to get through the 
work of Supply before the Bill is in- 
troduced. But unless this Amendment 
is accepted a notice may be interposed 
on going into Committee of Ways 
and Means, which would render our 
financial machinery, already cumbrous 
in certain parts, still more cumbrous. 
There is another argument to put 
before the House in support of this 
motion. It is directed against the 
peculiar privilege which allows the 
House to discuss any subject which 
any hon. Gentleman chooses to bring 
forward on the motion to go into Com- 
mittee of Waysand Means. But there are 
two occasions given, on the Consolidated 
Bill and the Appropriation Bill, ready 
to hand, within two or three days of 
the Ways and Means motion, ‘upon 
which hon. Members have this oppor- 
tunity. As everybody is aware, it is 
open to any hon. Gentleman on the 
Second and Third Readings of the 
Consolidated Fund Bill and the Appro- 
priation Bill to raise questions—I will 
not say on any subject whatever, but 
any question which is relevant to any 
Estimate; and to add to these two 
occasions another occasion within three 
days appears to me to be adding to the 
difficulty and confusion of our Parlia- 
mentary proceedings, which is wholly 
uncalled for. I hope the House will 
see, therefore, that we are not interfering 
by this rule with the practice of the 
House, but are only seeking to per- 
petuate the practice of the House, 
the practice of going into Committee 
ot Ways and Means without motion 
interposed, and a practice only interfered 
with five times during the past twenty 


sessions. In these circumstances I ven- 


ture to say that a full case has been | 


made out for assimilating our Standing 
Order relating to Ways and Means to the 
Standing Order which has worked with 
such excellent results in regard to Com- 
mittee of Supply. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Standing Order No. 51 be 
amended, in line 4, by leaving out the 
words ‘ or of Ways and Means.’ ’’—(Mr. 
A. J. Balfour.) 
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Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Standing Order.” 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): It seems to me that 
the right hon. Gentleman in this motion 
is carrying rather too far the inroads and 
encroachments that have been made 
recently upon the privileges of indepen- 
dent Members. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has himself, by his own action 
through several years, done a great deal 
to cure an evil which existed in the ex- 
perience of many of us, in the irregular 
manner in which proceedings on going 
into Committee of Supply were con- 
ducted, and in preventing the proper busi- 
ness of the House, which the House was 
entitled to expect to come on, from being 
interfered with at the caprice of an 
individual Member. But I do not agree 
with the right hon. Gentleman in putting 
these few opportunities on going into 
Committee of Ways and Means at all on 
the same footing as Committee of Supply. 
After all, as the right hon. Gentleman 
has stated with perfect accuracy, there 
are in ordinary sessions only three occa- 
sions on which this opportunity occurs— 
the Consolidated Fund Bill, at the end of 
the financial year ; the introduction of the 
Budget, and the Appropriation Bill at 
the end of the session. Well, I think on 
‘the face of it there could not be a more 
legitimate occasion for bringing forward 
various questions, if it were necessary to 
bring them forward, than on either of 
these occasions. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said that the Appropriation Bill and 
the Consolidated Fund Bill afforded large 
opportunities for discussing general ques- 
tions; but I am under the impression 
that in going into Committee on the Con- 
solidated Fund Bill, the discussions must 
be confined to matters involved in the 
Supplementary Estimates, and which 
are dealt with in the Consolidated Fund 
Bill; but in any case I do not think 
that even these opportunities are at all 
too much to be afforded to Members of 
the House for bringing forward numer- 
ous miscellaneous questions, if they 
choose to raise them, which they may be 
prevented from raising when bound by 
the strict rules governing debate in 
Supply. 
, The right hon.;Gentleman says, if 


| you wish to, facilitate criticism, increase 
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the number of days for Supply ; but, 
after all, these discussions are confined 
to the particular Votes brought forward 
in Supply. 
should be these more general oppor- 
tunities of raising questions which 
would otherwise not come immediately 
into the view of the House. I quite 
admit that this is a rule which, in practice, 
might be employed in an embarrassing 
way not only to the Government, but to 
the House itself. For example, a motion 
might be made which would have the 
effect of delaying the introduction of the 
Budget resolutions, and the prospect 
of such inconvenience last year led to a 
special arrangement being made to avoid 
it. In the case of the Budget resolu- 
tions I quite recognise that it may be 
necessary to guard against such inter- 
vention, but that can be done by a special 
motion made for the occasion. The 
Government have this weapon at their 
hand if they wish, and could thus avoid 
the great inconvenience to public busi- 
ness as well as to themselves ; and if they 
adopted that method it seems to me 
they would not be driven to make such 
an inroad upon the rights of private 
Members. We can carry the curtailment 
of the rights of private Members too far. 
I am not one who has ever been 
a champion of those rights above my 
neighbours ; I rather lean to the other 
view of the question. At the same time, 
the private Member is like Nature: you 
may turn him out with a fork, but he 
will always come back. If he does not 
get a legitimate way of airing his elo- 
quence and giving his views to the 
House, he will find another. If you 
shut all the doors the result will be a 
multiplication of motions for the ad- 
journment of the House, which are 
most inconvenient to everyone, and 
which are all the more objectionable be- 
because they are entirely inconclusive, and 
which, therefore, we ought not to en- 
courage. Here are these little escape 
holes, these little vents for the soul of 
such Members as my _ hon. friend 
the Member for King’s — Lynn. 


Seeing that the privilege has not 
been abused hitherto, and _— seeing 


that the Government have it in their 
power, by special resolution on particular 
occasions when public inconvenience 
might arise, to protect themselves and the 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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What is wanted is that there | 


| 
| Means. 








| House against an abuse of the privilege, 
| I do not see any necessity for the further 
restriction proposed by the motion of 
the right hon. Gentleman. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
My right hon. friend the First Lord of the 
Treasury has been pleased to talk of me 
as having introduced something novel 
in the practice of this House. But it is 
he that is the innovator, he is the revolu- 
tionary ; it is he that has carried the 


flaming torch and not myself. What 
does his motion really mean? He said 


that his object was to put the House in 
the same position in going into Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means as in going 
into Committee of Supply ; and at the 
end of his speech he said that his object 
was to assimilate the practice on these 
two occasions. But this motion will not 
do that at all. This motion is to leave 
out the words * or of Ways and Means.” 
If the House will permit me, let me read 
the Standing Order— 


“That whenever an Order of the Day is read 
for the House to resolve itself into Committee 
(not being a Committee to consider a Message 
from the Crown, or the Committee of Supply, 
or of Ways and Means, or the Committee on 
the East India Revenue Accounts), Mr. Speaker 
shall leave the Chair without putting any 
question, and the House shall thereupon 
resolve itself into such Committee unless 
Notice of an Instruction thereto has been 
given, when such Instruction shall be first 
disposed of.” 


The House will see the effect of that 
Order. The Speaker leaves the chair 
without question put, except in the case 
of going into Committee of Ways and 
Committee of Supply is dealt 
with by another Standing Order, No. 56, 
and that provides that there also Mr. 
Speaker shall leave the chair without 
question put, “ unless on first going into 
Supply on the Army, Navy, or Civil 
Service Estimates respectively,” when 
an Amendment may be moved relating to 
the Estimates proposed to be taken in 
Supply. My right hon. friend does not 
recognise that his motion would not 
leave us in the same position as regards 
Ways and Means as we are in as 
regards Supply. If he were going 
to give us something instead of what 
he proposes to take away; if he 
were going to give us something in 
Ways and Means corresponding to what 
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we already have in Supply, then 
we,might consider the case; but his 
motion gives us nothing in return for the 
opportunities for discussion which now 
exist. And then the right hon. Gentle- 
man characterises our objection to that 
as “ revolutionary’! [Mr. BaLrour dis- 
sented.] Well, the right hon. Gentleman 
used the word “ revolutionary ” in refer- 
ence to a motion which I made on a 
former occaslon—a motion I had a 
perfect right to make. It is a privilege 
which the t.ouse has exercised for 
centuries—that, namely, of moving an 
Amendment to the motion that the 
Speaker leave the chair and the House 
go into Committee of Ways and Means. 
The right hon. Gentleman says that it is 
a superstition to presume that this right 
represents the old constitutional doctrine 
of discussion of grievances before Supply. 
But what does Sir Erskine May say! In 
the 1879 edition of his work he says— 
“The ancient constitutional doctrine that 
the redress of grievances is to be considered 
before the granting of supplies is now repre- 
sented by the practice of permitting every 
description of amendment to be moved on the 
question that the Speaker leave the chair 
before going into Committee of Supply or of 
Ways and Means.” 
What, therefore, my right hon. friend 
calls a superstition, Sir Erskine May 
calls the representative of an ancient 
constitutional doctrine. I need not re- 
mind the House of the restriction which 
the right hon. Gentleman has placed 
on the right of moving an Amendment 


to the motion for going into Committee | 


of Supply ; but no restriction has ever 
yet been asked for by any Minister, 
unless it be a Conservative Minster, on 
raising Amendments on the motion to go 
into Committee of Ways and Means. 

I cannot help thinking that his pro- 
posal rests upon a misconception of the 
functions and duties of the Government, 
and the dutiesand functions of this House. 


(4 Marcit 1901} 


thoroughly discussed. 





His Majesty’s Government seem to con- 
sider that this House cannot be re- 
garded as a creator, a destroyer, or a 
critic—a creator of themselves, a de- 
stroyer of their opponents, and a critic of 
the Estimates. I think the right hon. 


Gentleman has too low and mean an 
opinion of the functions of this House. 
There are many Members not on the 
Government Front Bench capable not 
merely of creating a Government, of 





414 


Standing Orders, 
g 


destroying the Opposition, or of criticising 
the Estimates, but of suggesting great 
improvements in the administration 
of the country, and of initiating new 
departures in high politics. 1 remember 
Mr. Gladstone bearing the highest 
testimony to the success of the efforts 
of private Members in introducing im- 
provements in some of the Departments 
in this House. It is possible that even 
the most humble private Member might 
have some suggestion to make which may 
not have struck the Olympian imagina- 
tion of a Minister. It is conceivable 
that he might even suggest that mis- 


takes had been made which might 
be recognised by the Government. 
Why, then, should the Government 


cut themselves off from all 
tunities of profiting from the intelligence 
of those private Members who come here 
not merely to criticise, but to suggest ! 
New Members have come here tull ot 
such suggestions. There is not one of 
them but has come with some 
important motion or some important 
Bill in his pocket, and with the firm 
conviction that he would be able to bring 
it before a full House and have it 
No doubt every 
Member has referred to the Standing 
Orders, which have informed him that 


oppor- 


‘out of the five Parliamentary days in the 


week three days, or six-tenths, of the 
Parliamentary time belong to private 


'Members, and that only two days, or 
'four-tenths, of the time belongs to the 


Government. Therefore he comes here 
filled with a desire to engage in public 
service, and a conviction that he will be 
able to do it ; but he has scarcely arrived 
at the House when he discovers that the 
practice is altogether contrary to the 
Standing Orders, and that instead of 
the Government having only four- 
tenths of the time of Parliament and the 
private Members six-tenths, the Govern- 
ment take nine-tenths and leave only 
one-tenth to the private Members. Now, 
that is discouraging to the private Mem- 
ber; but that is not all. He is still 
more discouraged when he finds that the 
little time left to the private Member 
is disposed of not by any reasonable 
arrangement according to the import- 
ance of the subject—and of course every 
private Member regards his as the most 
important subject in the universe—but 








415 Amendment of 


by blind lot. And, by the way, how the 
Irish Members manage to secure such a 
large share of that luck I never could 
understand. The private Member, there- 
fore, finds himself deprived of all oppor- 
tunity of bringing before the House those 
great and important national subjects 
which have seized his imagination. There 
are five such opportunities nominally 
available to independent Members. One 
is an Amendment to the Address ; but an 
Amendment to the Address means a 
vote of want of confidence in the Govern- 
ment, and a new Member, at least on 
this side of the House, has full confidence 
in the Government—for he is a new 
Member. ‘Then there is the opportunity 
of putting questions ; hut questions lead 
to nothing. They are not always 
answered, or if they are answered the 
replics are not always explicable, and he 
sometimes finds that he cannot get 
answers to supplementary questions 
meant to elicit the meaning of the first 
answer. Then there is the Amendment 
on the motion for going into Committee 
of Supply ; but that must relate to the 
Estimates to be taken in Supply. More- 
over, the only thing the new Member can 
do there to assert his own importance to 
his constituents is to move the reduction 
of somebody's salary ; but he does not 
care to do that—he would rather increase 
the salary, hoping to get it himself some 
day. Finally, he may move the ad- 
journment of the House ; but he does not 
want the House to adjourn, he wants 
it to go on sitting until it comes to his 
subject. These are the five only oppor- 
tunities on which an independent 
Member can raise a discussion, and they 
are altogether inadequate. But there 
is this sixth—this ancient power of 
moving an Amendment to the motion 
that you, Mr. Speaker, do leave the chair, 
that the House may go into Committee 
of Ways and Means, a power which it is 
now sought to abolish. 

Now, this Amendment implies no want 
of confidence in the Government, and 
it affords an ideal opportunity to a new 
Member for bringing forward subjects 
in which he is interested. I beg the 
Government to ask themselves whether 
this proposal does not show a certain 
want of foresight. The Conservative 
party will not always be on this side of 
the House. A Conservative Ministry 
Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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will not always sit on these benches, and 
when we cross to the other side and 
find proposals made by our opponents 
which we consider revolutionary, or 
perhaps fatal to the country, then, | 
think, Conservative Members will bitterly 
regret the reduction of the opportunities 
for bringing forward such matters before 
the legislature and the country. | 
hardly need adduce many authorities in 
support of the importance of this rule, 
but there is one which | would ask the 
permission of the House to quote, if | 
am not wearying it. A Committee sat 
on the procedure of the House in 1861. 
It was composed of most eminent men, 
its members comprising Mr. Disraeli, 
Lord Stanley, Sir John Pakington, Mr. 
Bright. Sir George Cornewall Lewis. and 
Lord Palmerston. Now that Committee 
reported as follows 

“In strict conformity with the ancient 
usage of the House—” 


mark “ancient ” 
‘*a motion for going into Committee of Supply 
or of Ways and Means has offered a legitimate 
opportunity for full discussion on every 
variety of subject.” 


Having laid that down, the Committee 


| proceeded to show the spirit in which the 


rules of the House should be dealt with, 
and I say that their words are absolutely 
admirable. 

“On all these oceasions—” 


when the rules of the House are con- 
sidered- 

“the House and its Committees have pro- 
cecded with the utmost caution. They have 
treated with respect.the written and unwritten 
laws of Parliament which for ages have 
secured good legislation, perfect freedom of 
debate, and a due regard for the rights of 
minorities. This respect for tradition and 
this caution in making changes have proceeded 
on the principle that no change is desirable 
which experience has not proved to be 
necessary, and that the maintenance of the old 
rule is preferable to speculative amendment.” 


No experience has yet proved the neces- 
sity for this change, which abolishes, as 
[ have said, an absolutely ideal oppor- 
tunity for raising the most important of 
questions. It has been admitted t sat 
the power of moving such Amendments 
has only been used four or five times— 
on two of them, I think, by myself— 
during the last twenty years. That is 
proof itself that there has been no con- 
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siderable abuse of the right. If this | no shred of ground for accusing me, nor 


remnant of power left to private Mem- 


{4 Marcu 1901} 


bers was so necessary as the Committee | 


said it was in 1861, how much more is it 
necessary now, when, time after time, 
something has been taken away from the 
opportunities of private Members of 
bringing matters before the House? The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer went one 
better when he said that this power had 
not been used for forty years until it had 
been rediscovered by myself. I do not 
know whether it was rediscovered by me 


or not, but if it was, I think I ought to 
have had better treatment from the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. Instead 


of praising me for unearthing this for- 
gotten arm of the Constitution, he 
denounced me for being the author of 
an abuse. I must say he showed an 
ingratitude almost appalling; for on 
each occasion upon which I have taken 
advantage of the rule, I have, solely for 
the convenience of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, cut short my speeches so as 
to deprive them, if not of all power, at 
any rate of all finish. If he speaks 
to-night, I expect from him a handsome 
acknowledgment of this, and if he does 


not give it to me, I shall be very much 
disappointed. 
Now, has there ever been any abuse 


of this rule? If it has only been taken 
advantage of five times during the 
last forty years, and I have availed my- 
self of two of these. What were the sub- 
jects brought before the House? My 


first subject was the interception of the | 


public taxes and their diversion from the 
public Exchequer. That was, | submit, 
a subject of first-rate, of the very highest 
importance, involving something like 
twenty millions a year being withdrawn 
from the purview of the House. The 
second oceasion was one on which | 
introduced a very serious subject—no 
less than the confessed insolvency of 
the Post Office Savings Bank. I could 
not have dealt with either of these sub- 
jects adequately upon any one of the 
other opportunities left to private Mem- 
bers. It cannot be denied that they 
were subjects of very considerable impor- 
tance and quite worthy of some debate 
in this House. Moreover, as I pointed 


out at the time, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had to wait a very short time 
before bringing in his Budget. 


There is 


/arm of 


/on any other opportunity. 
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so far as I know for accusing any one 
else, of an abuse of this right. I, indeed, 
this motion had been used irregularly— 
if instead of being used as a legitimate 
method of bringing on an important 
debate; if it had been used as an 
coercion, and caused some 
Minister to make a doubtful and 
secret bargain behind the Chair, then 
it might have been called an abuse, and 
it might have been open to the animad- 
version of the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer. I have not abused the rule; | 
have only used it for a legitimate pur- 
pose ; and if I propose to use it again 
it is with the object of calling attention 
to most serious treaty engagements for 
which this country is liable—a subject 
which cannot be adequately discussed 
| had hoped 
that Ministers would have had 
regard for the traditions, character, and 
efficacy of this House, even if these do 
come into competition with their con- 
venience. I beg them to leave to the 
House some opportunities of showing 
that it is capable of useful discussion, and 
I do assure them that it will be safer for 
them to leave untouched the very few 
opportunities private Members - still 


some 


tant subjects than to go on shutting 
down, one by one, the safety valves 
until there is an explosion. I do 
implore them to seek rather to limit 
their own convenience than to silence 
and suppress private Members. If 
they would only use a little more care 
and dexterity in handling the business 
of the House, Ministers will find that 
both the House and the Government 
would gain in every way. The Govern- 
ment are masters of big battalions, and 
may use them to crush out this last and 
most important right of the private 
Member, but if they do that—and | say 
it with regret—I will not be a party to 
it. If this motion is pressed, I must 
inevitably, as having striven to champion 
the right of private Members, vote against 
it. I regard the dignity and the efficacy 
of this House as far beyond the con- 
venience of Ministers or the interests 
of party, and I believe that on the dignity 
and efficacy of this House depends to a 
very large extent the continued free- 
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Ainendment of 


dom and independence of the British 
people. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): The 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 
the Treasury made a statement at the 
beginning of the session that within the 
past forty or fifty years the power and 
dignity of the Crown had been an in- 
creasing and not a diminishing factor in 
the Constitution. I think the right hon. 
Gentleman might have stated that the 
rights and privileges of Members of this 
House had during that period greatly 
diminished, and certainly not increased. 
Independent Members are slowly being 
shorn of every privilege which they 
formerly enjoyed. I think everyone will 
feel some astonishment at the reasons 
given for the change proposed. I made 
a note of one or two of the points which 
were put to us by the right hon. Gentle- 
man. The first statement he made was 
that this privilege had only been used 
tive times in twenty years. Now, it 
seems to me that this is not a reason for 
taking away the privilege, but rather a 
reason for continuing it. The hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn says that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer puts the 
oeceasions on which this privilege was 
exercised as more rare than the First 
Lord of the Treasury said, but at 


any rate both of the right hon. 
Gentlemen agree that it has very 
seldom been used. The right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Prea- 


sury did not give us a single instance in 
which it was abused. Having been used 
on five occasions in twenty years, and 
no occasion whatever of abuse having 
stated, | strong 
measure to take to ask us to sign away 
this great privilege ? 


heen ask, Is it not a 


[ want you to look at this from 
another. standpoint. The hon. Mem- 
ber for King’s Lynn spoke as_ if 


only he had made use of this  privi- 
lege in modern times. [ remember 
a ease in which Mr. Knox, who was 
until lately a Member of this House, 
moved a resolution with regard to the 
treatment of Ireland, and he only got 
the opportunity of making that most 
interesting motion by giving notice of 
an Instruction to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. Then what took place 

because this circumstance is very 

Mr. Gihson Bowles. 
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relevant to our debate—was that. the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, with his 
usual courtesy, met the hon. Member 
and said it would be inconvenient to put 
off the Budget, but if he would take 
another day an opportunity would be 
given him to bring forward his motion, 
The hon. Member readily agreed, and 
when he brought forward his motion 
this House discussed it for a whole day, 
having had ample notice about it. An 
hon. Member on the opposite side, who 
[ am sorry to say is not with us now, 
Mr. Horace Plunkett, supported the 
motion, with the result that a revolution 
was brought about in the treatment of 
Ireland. 

I believe the right hon. Gentleman 
who has brought forward this motion 
to-day has shown a want of the sense of 
proportion in his treatment of the subject. 
We may have one thing done within 
twenty years in this House that will 
leave its mark in the history of this 
country, and if we accomplish one such 
thing as that by one of the Standing 
Orders or rules, [think Ministers should 
have what I will venture to call a reve- 
rent feeling for that portion of our pro- 
cedure which enables the subject to be 
dealt with. But, as my hon. friend says, 
the Leader of the House complains that 
this right is a very inconvenient one. | 
would like to ask what he means by 
inconvenient. He only means 
venient to himself. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I beg the 
hon. Gentleman’s pardon. I said it 
might inflict the utmost inconvenience 
both on the House and the public. 


incon- 


Mr. LOUGH : I want to put it argu- 
mentatively. I think I can make a 
stronger point against the right hon. 
Gentleman if I say that he thinks it 
inconvenient to the Government. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not at all. 
Mr. LOUGH: Well, I put it from 
my standpoint. This right is inconve- 
nient to him. It is a great convenience 
to me and to every private Member 
who wants to bring forward important 
subjects, and every Member ought to 
guard this right as one of the few he at 
present possesses. The right hon. Gentle- 
man went on to say that it was pecu- 
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liarly useless; but it was not useless to | carefully. This is one of a series of in- 
Ireland on the occasion to which I re-|fringements of our rights, particularly 
ferred. That was not a useless occasion | by the present Government, and for which 
of the exercise of privilege. How doeshe|the right hon. Gentleman is mainly 
prove that it is useless? Because he says | responsible. The one-clause Bill is 
we have the Consolidation and the Appro- | another method of infringing our rights. 
priation Bills brought before us, and in| We have Bills introduced to which it 
the discussion of these Bills we can do |is almost impossible to move an Amend- 
all that we could do with a special motion. | ment. Everyone who has watched the 
I deny it. When notice is given of the | course of affairs in South Africa during 
motion, it has to be discussed in an/the last four or five years, will 
orderly way, and hon. Members come | admit that the Government have used 
down prepared to give attention to it. | all their influence to prevent criticism 
That is better than the irrelevant, heart-|in this House. Have things gone well 
breaking discussion which we have on| with us since Parliamentary criticism 
the Appropriation Bill. What takes | was suppressed by the Government ? 
place? You find one Member com-|[An Hon. Member: Yes.] I do not 
peting with another to be heard. One | think that things have gone well with us. 
Member says to his friend, “ You won't | We have felt the kindly appeals made to 
be long, as IT have something to say,” | us by the right hon. Gentleman and 
and it is impossible to take more than | his colleagues not to prolong debate. 
one division. I believe that if hon. |We have had them going on steadily 


és ° . es “ 
Members would give their attention | since the Jameson raid. It has been 


to the point, they would see that these | stated that negotiations are going on, that 
opportunities do not in the least meet the | the Army is engaged in the field, that 
great opportunity which is given us| there was a Committee appointed, that 
by this privilege which we have retained | the matter was sub judice, and that the 
so long. 'matter must not be discussed here. On 

There is one other point. The right |the most important national affairs for 
hon, Gentleman said that the opportuni- | the last five or six years we have hardly 
ties for criticism are sufficient. I agree | had one free, full, and effective discussion. 
that perhaps the opportunities for criti- | “ ; 
cism are sufficient, and by allwe make of | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On a point of 
our criticism, I think a little less would | order. May I ask whether the hon. Gen- 
be quite as useful. A Minister stands up | tleman is in order in what he is now 
and gives a perfunctory reply or an | saying ? It has nothing whatever to 
amiable reply to the criticism. But that do with the Standing Order we are dis- 





is not what we want. We want some- | Cussing. 

thing done with the subject, and we| «yp SPEAKER stated that the hon. 
want to have the opportunity of bringing | Member was not in order in the line he 
forward something. [ came here to-day | en wane takin. 
to listen with attention to what could be | 

stid with regard to the rule, and I have} Mr. LOUGH: I will strictly observe 
not found a scrap of a word to alter my | the ruling you have laid down. I feel 
opinion that this is an infringement of |that it is not unreasonable. 1 only 
rights which Members on both sides of | desired to give one or two examples of the 
the House should resist. I am glad |way in which our debates have been 
that the hon Gentleman opposite quoted | restricted. It appears to me a most un- 
the high authority of Sir Thomas Erskine | fortunate time to make a change in 
May. This is really depriving us of the | the procedure of this House. Let us 
ancient right of bringing forward a | look at it for a moment from the stand- 
grievance before Supply is granted. | point of what the duties of the Com- 
Generally speaking, we know something | mittee of Ways and Meansare. Its duties 
of the complaint before it is brought | are to provide the necessary money—— 
forward, and surely the right of putting | 

down a motion before entering the Com-| *Mr. SPEAKER: I must remind the 
mittee is one we ought to guard most} hon. Member that the duties of the 
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Committee of Ways and. Means are not 
in the least affected by the motion. 


Amendment of 


Mr. LOUGH: I did not intend to 
go into detail as to the duties of the 
Committee of Waysand Means. It seems 
to me a most inappropriate time to 
restrict the right of Members who desire 
to put down Instructions when going 
into Committee of Ways and Means. 
I was going to give an illustration to 
show that, but your ruling makes it 
inexpedient for me to do so. I am quite 
sure that Members will see my point. 
At a time when the national expenditure 
is so much swollen, and when delicate 
questions are being dealt with as regards 
Great Britain and Ireland, it is most in- 
opportune to suggest any restriction of 
our privileges. 

[ cannot help thinking that the right 
hon. Gentleman is depending on_ his 
majority to get this restriction approved. 
I am very glad that some protests have 
already been made by Members on 
the other side. I would appeal to 


them to remember that they may 
not always be sitting behind the 
Government as they are to-day. They 


may some day change places with 
us, and | would ask whether they do 
not owe a greater allegiance than that of 
party in this matter. No doubt the 
Whips will try to make them support 
the Government, but I think a small 
advantage gained for the party in power, 
at the expense of the privileges of the 
House of Commons, is one which they 
will afterwards regret. 


Mr. ELLIOT (Durham): I have heard 
the appeal the hon. Gentleman has made, 
that we on this side of the House should 
not listen to the voices of the Whips. 
I can only say that, having some little 
independence, I believe the interests of 
the country require us to make this 
small Amendment on the rule under 
discussion. There is an extraordinary 
fallacy underlying the arguments of the 
hon. Member for West Islington. He 
seems to think that a gigantic gulf lies 
between the business ot the Govern- | 
ment and that of the country. He, 
seems to consider that Members are | 
wanting in true loyalty to the House | 
of Commons because they are anxious | 
to advance the business of the Govern- | 

Mr. Speaker. 


{COMMONS} 
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| ment. It happens to be the case at-the 
| present time—the beginning of a new 
‘session of a new Parliament—that the 
most important business the House of 
Commons has to do is business which is 
in the hands of the Government. | 
support the motion of the right hon, 
Gentleman not so much on account of 
the rights of the Government as the 
rights and privileges of the House of Com- 
mons. ‘There is no matter so important 
as that the House of Commons should 
reserve to itself full time to discuss the 
great questions brought before it; but 
the great questions likely to be brought 
before it are questions which will be 
introduced by the Government of the 
day. I would ask hon. Members, with 
all sincerity, on the other side of the 
House, whether the liberties of debate, 
whether the fulness of debate which we 
ought to have on all important questions, 
are not infinitely more in danger, not so 
much from the Government of ,the day as 
from the continual overpressing of the 
rights of debate by private Members. The 
real danger to the rights of the House of 
Commons is to be found in the excessive 
pressure of individual Members of indi- 
vidual rights, and the forgetting alto- 
gether of what is due to the House of 
Commons itself. I should be out of 
order if I gave some of the reasons which 
greatly limit our powers as a House of 
Commons, and greatly injure the repute 
in which we are held. 

I should like to say one or two words 
as to the length to which Members have 
pressed the right of putting questions, 
whereby an hour of valuable time at the 
best part of the day is taken away, not, 
I venture to say, in the interest of the 
public, and not in the interest of the 
House of Commons itself. That is one 
example of the way the House of Com- 
mons is injured in its repute. I must 
say that without any pressure from the 
Whips I shall go into the lobby with- 
out the slightest hesitation in support of 
the resolution before us. We must 
remember that the times are serious, 
and that the business we have to consider 
is that which it is the duty of the Govern- 
ment to treat as its own, and to defend 
fearlessly and boldly before the House. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : I 
listened with the greatest possible atten- 
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tion to the speech of the Leader of the 
House, but as far as I am concerned he 
failed to make out the least case for this 
alteration. One of his chief arguments 
was that this opportunity which he is 
now seeking to take away from private 
Members has been very seldom used. 
I have no doubt he has brought this 
motion forward because he fears that 
this session it will be very often availed 
of. Why does he fear that? Beeause 
almost every opportunity hitherto avail- 
able for private Members has been swept 
away. There is the motion to take 
away our Tuesdays before Easter. Does 
anybody suppose, if that motion is earried, 
we shall get those Tuesdays back ? No ; 
they will be gone for the session. In 
consequence of this ruthless seizure of 
their opportunities, the private Members 
are thrown back upon the method aimed 
at by this resolution. I hope the motion 
will be defeated, and defeated by the 
help of the independent Members on 
the other side of the House. There are 
many, especially the Liberal Unionists, 
who come here pledged as independent 
supporters of the Government. I hope 
that they will not be content with cheer- 
ing the excellent speech of the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn, but that they 
will by their votes let the Government 
see that this constant encroachment on 
the time of private Members is resented 
on both sides of the House. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): The 
remarks of my hon. friend the Member 
for Durham seem to suggest really that 
we had better wind up all discussion and 
all questions, and simply come here to 
register the decrees of the majority of 


the House for the time being. I must 
protest against any such view. I have 


always been a supporter of the rights of 
unofficial Members. I agree they must 
use their rights with discretion ; but 
the question we are now discussing seems 
to be somewhat unfortunate. The 
Leader of the House stated that this 
right has been exercised so very rarely 
during the last twenty years that he now 
proposes to take it away in perpetuity. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That observa- 
tion of mine has been so often misused 
during this debate that perhaps the 
House will allow me to repeat what | did 
[FoURTH SERIES. | 
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say. I said that before last year the 
opportunity had not been used more 
than five times in the twenty years, but 
that last year it was used, and this year 
it is being used, in my judgment, to the 
great inconvenience of the House and 
the country. 


Mr. BARTLEY: That is very easily 
explained. The tendency to increase 
the use of this method is simply because 
the means by which unofficial Members 
can act are becoming every year fewer. 
What have we left now? After the 
Address is voted, the only way, practi- 
cally speaking, in which any subject can 
be brought forward is by moving the 
adjournment of the House. That is a 
measure hostile to the Government, and 
one requiring the support of forty Mem- 
bers. It is a step very few Members care 
to take, except in a matter of extreme 
importance, and it is a movement almost 
entirely limited to the Opposition side. 
The real secret of the objection to this 
change is that the semi-official Member 
is becoming less and less a means of 
raising those questions for which he is 
sent to this House. The question of 
importance is a matter really which the 
House itself must decide. I can conceive 
that this session there may be many 
questions arise which certainly would 
be very fairly brought up under this rule ; 
hut if this opportunity is taken away 
there wiil be no possible way for any of us 
to raise any question, except by moving 
the adjournment of the House. The 
whole reason of the present trouble is 
that Parliament ought to have met a 
little earlier. It is all very well to say that 
everything is left and that there is great 
pressure. The real thing is that the 
(Government met so late, and now desire 
to make up for it by depriving unofficial 
Members of the small amount of time left 
at their disposal. It is rather hard upon 
us that we should be thus treated. The 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn appears to 
be the chief offender in this matter in 
having ventured to take advantage of 
this rule. I very much regret if the rule 
has been improperly used, but I have not 
heard a single suggestion that any 
frivolous or unimportant matter has 
been brought forward. It is a_ pity, 
especially at the present time, when the 
rule has not been abused, but has been 
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used, as all agree, only for the purpose of | 


bringing forward very important matters, 
that the Government, which has such 
an enormous majority, should use its 
power to curtail our rights. I am afraid 
we are becoming a very despotic nation. 
We are ruled with a rod of iron. We 
give our allegiance to the Government, 
and are very glad to support it in every 
way we can, but it is somewhat hard that 
when it has unlimited power it should 
deprive unofficial Members of the one 
last remnant of the powers we used to 
enjoy. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey) : The Leader of the 
House contended that this practice was 
an inconvenience to the House and the 
country. I venture to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman how and in what way 
it is so. Is it an inconvenience to the 
country to read in its morning papers 
debates in this House upon matters that 
are of very great interest to it, and of 
very much greater interest than many 
of the propositions placed before the 
House by the Government? With 
regard to the House itself, wherein lies 
the inconvenience to private Members, 
who, after all is said and done, are the 
bulk of the House at present! I venture 
to say that if the right hon. Gentleman 
would take away the crack of the party 
whip, or if the division upon the point 
were by ballot, a very large majority of 
the party opposite would object to this 
alteration of the rule, and it would be 
defeated by a very large plurality. Five 
motions have been made under this rule 
during the last twenty years. Can the 
right hon. Gentleman conscientiously 
say that a right which has been prac- 
tised only five times in twenty years has 
been an inconvenience to the House, the 
country, the Government, or anybody 
else! The hon. Member for Durham 
told us that the great questions of the 
day were introduced by the Government. 
I refer the hon. Member to the King’s 
Speech, in order that he may see and 
judge for himself what are the great 
questions of the day. Is the question of 
the alteration of the law with regard 
to-—-—-—-— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is straying from the subject 
under discussion. 

Mr. Bartley. 
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Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY: | will 
simply ask, what opportunity has the 
House for dealing with the great ques- 
tions of the day? Even in regard to 
Amendments to the Address, a Member 
who puts down a motion is frequently 
precluded from bringing it on, because, 
in the first place, Bills are introduced 
dealing with the subject, or, in the second 
place, the debate is closured at a very 
early period. So far as the private 
Member is concerned, he has now hardly 
any rights whatever. A time will come 
when the Liberal party will be in a 
majority in this House, and it will be in 
the interest of hon. Members opposite 
to bring forward motions dealing with 
various matters in order, | will not say 
to obstruct, but. at any rate, to ery a 
halt to legislation which they think 
injurious to the country. Hon. Mem- 
bers will then look back to this afternoon 
and regret that they made such a funda- 
mental alteration in the regulations of 
the House. If this were made a tem- 
porary or sessional, instead ot a permia- 
nent alteration, it would be better: at 
any rate, we should have some experience 
of its working before it was stereotyped. 
Could the motion not be moved in such 
a form as to give it a six months trial 
before the alteration becomes a funda- 
mental part of the constitutional rules 
and regulations of the House which 
cannot be altered ! 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): On behalf 
of the Irish party, I desire to join in the 
protest against this new inroad on the 
rights of private Members. The First 
Lord of the Treasury made absolutely no 
case for the proposed alteration. He 
unquestionably left) the House under 
the impression that the effeet of the 
alteration would be to place us in the 
same position as regards the motion for 
going into Committee of Ways and 
Means as we now stand in with regard to 
the motion for going into Committee of 
Supply. But, as the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn pointed out, the proposed 
alteration places us in a much worse 
position. The only really substantial 
ground the right hon. Gentleman 


| attempted to give against the right now 


enjoyed was, that it gave private Members 
the opportunity of throwing the Budget 
speech of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
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chequer into the background, and that 
it imported an element of uncertainty 
as to the night upon which the Budget 
would be introduced. ‘To anybody who 
follows the proceedings of the House 
that objection is utterly absurd, because 
the motions complained of are made only 
after notice has been given, generally 
after notice of long standing. If such a 
notice appears on the Paper everybody 
knows that the first business will not be 
the Chancellor’s statement. That, there- 
fore. is a very frivolous ground on which 
to seek to justify a serious departure from 
the practice of the House as it has existed 
for three centuries. The right hon. 
Gentleman knows perfectly well that 
these matters are matters of arrange- 
ment, and it would always be easy to 
arrange so that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would not be called until 
halt-past eight or nine o'clock. 

I object to this resolution as part and 
parcel of a system which has been en- 
forced since this Government came into 
office with far greater stringency and 
disregard of the rights of the House than 
at any previous time during my recol- 
lection of the House. ‘That system has 
been gradually and steadily to contract 
the area of the ril hts of private Members. 
[tis all very fine for the right hon. Gentle- 
man to spring up and indignantly deny 
that he had spoken of the convenience 
of Ministers or of the Government. 
Everybody knows the object of these 
successive invasions of the rights of 
private Members. There is really no 
other ground on which they are based 
than the convenience of Ministers and 
those who have the conduct of the busi- 
ness of the House. We are told that 
things are in such a condition now, that 
times are serious, and that the number 
of days before the end of the financial 
vear is limited. Who is responsible for 
that ? The condition of the country is 
the work of the Government. The 
limit of the time at our disposal is the 
work of the Government, because they, 
with a fuller knowledge than anybody 
else could have of the business to be 
done, fixed the date of the meeting of 
Parliament. Therefore the only sub- 
stantial justification put forward is the 
Ministers in) carrying 
business. The 


conventence of 
through = Governmeut 
logical conclusion of that argument. is. 
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that private Members should have no 
rights whatever, that the House of 
Commons should be simply a voting 
machine, and that the proposals of the 
Government should be explained by 
Ministers and forthwith voted upon. 

The right hon. Gentleman referred to 
the various opportunities still left to 
private Members to bring forward their 
views, especially pointing to the Second 
and Third Readings of the Appropriation 
Bill and the Consolidated Fund Bill. 
But he forgot to tell the House that, as 
[ believe, for the first time in its history, 
he and the Ministry last session, in pur- 
suance of this system, put in front of the 
Second Reading of the Consolidated 
Fund Bill three Government measures. 
That course of action was protested 
against by members of the party oppo- 
site, but their protest was futile. It is 
perfectly open to the Government, by an 
extension of the policy of last year, te 
deprive us altogether of that oppor- 
tunity also. What security have we 
that that course will not be pursued, and 
that the next thing will be to take away 
the right of discussing the Second Read- 
ing of the Appropriation Bill, which 
would require no alteration of the Stand- 
ing Orders, but an act of discretion on 
the part of the Government? This is a 
proposal which I believe is unparalleled 
in the history of the House, and which 
threatens $ private Members with the 
destruction of their rights and_ privi- 
leges. For these reasons | most strongly 
protest against this innovation of our 
rights, which, I take it, is only a symptom 
and a sign of what we are to expect. 


*Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrine- 
ham): I desire to appeal to the Leader 
of the House to limit the period of this 
change to the present session. Like 
my hon. friend the Member for Durham, 
| consider that the times are serious, 
and I think that is a very good reason 
why this rule should be passed. Expe- 
rience in the past has shown that this 
privilege has never been much abused, 
and L hope my right hon. triend will be 
able to see his way to make it apply 
only to this session. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
As a private Member I desire to pro- 
test against the introduction of this 
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as a sessional or a perma- 
nent order. My experience has been 
that since the Conservative Govern- 
ment came into power private Members 
have been deprived almost of all their 
private rights in this House. Private 
Members can now only move Amend- 
ments to the Address and ask questions, 
and for the remainder of the session 
they seem to have no other legislative 
functions. If this process goes on much 
longer private Members will have abso- 
lutely no rights at all. It will come to 
this, that Members of Parliament will 
come here simply to vote Supplies and sit 
in Ways and Means, and take up such 
Government Bills as may be proposed 
by the party in power. I would 
the right hon. Gentleman to seriously 
consider this question, and to remember 
that in the past history of this Parliament 
many of the most important reforms 
which were passed into law were intro- 
duced by private Members, and not as 
Government measures. 


rule, either 


ask 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question of legislation by private Mem- 
bers does not arise. 


Mr. FIELD: I bow to your ruling, 
Mr. Speaker ; but my point is that, accord- 
ing to the speech of the right hon. Gentle- 
man who introduced this motion, it is 
proposed to take away the time of private 


Members and the right to bring in 
legislation. It appears to me, if this 
motion is allowed to pass, that un- 


doubtedly in the future private Members’ 
rights will be much less than they are at , 
the present time, and as an Irish Member, 
coming here with certain instructions 
from my constitucnts, undoubtedly my 
sphere of usefulness will be considerably 
s .ortened by this proposal. Some right 
hon. Members and hon. Members on the 
other side, including the hon. Member 
for Kings Lynn, have spoken in a 
satirical way of private Members; but 
what do we come here for? Private 
Members are elected by constituents, and 
they are generally charged by them 
with the conveying of certain distinct 
grievances to this House. and if this 
process goes on what opportunity will 
be left for a private Member to bring 
forward his grievances! We are now 
being closured and suppressed, and the 
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result is that private Members might as 
well stay at home as come and sit in this 
Parliament. Every hon. Member who 
comes to this House is charged by his 
‘constituents to bring forward some 
measure or other to remove a grievance 
in his Division, and when he gets here he 
finds out that there is no means of 
bringing the matter before the House, 
He may put down a private Bill, but, 
according to the system adopted by the 
present Government, the rights of 
private Members are being gradually 
extinguished, and unless they take part 
in the debate on brought 
forward by the Government they have 
absolutely no power of making them- 
selves heard in this House of Commons, 
Many of the questions brought forward 
by the Government are of immense 
importance as a rule, but the measures 
brought forward by private Members—- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! | 
must remind the hon. Member that the 
question of measures brought forward 
by the Government or by private Mem- 
bers has nothing whatever to do with 
this Amendment. 


Mr. FIELD: I know that the closure 
which it is sought to inflict upon us by 
this motion confines us very much in 
this discussion, but I thought the point 
I was raising was relevant. | will simply 
wind up by saying that as a private 
Member I protest in the strongest possible 
way against the extinction of the right of 
free speech which ought to belong to 
every Member of this Assembly. We are 
sent here to exercise the right of free 
speech with respect to whatever grievance 
may apply to our constituents, and | enter 
my protest against this closure motion 
being accepted either as a sessional or 
a perpetual order. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie): I cannot hope to add a 
single argument to what has already 
been said upon this question, but I must 
say that I have some sympathy with the 
Gentlemen on the front bench upon this 
oceasion. I know that there are some 
hon. Members of this House, who can 
hardly be described as private Members, 
who take every opportunity afforded 
them of talking, and I think that is 
mainly the reason why it has become 
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necessary, in the public interest, to cur- 
tail some of those opportunities afforded 
to private Members in this House. What 
weighs with me on an occasion of this 
sort in voting away a privilege and a 
right of ancient standing is the considera- 
tion of what may lie before us in times to 
come. No doubt there are some Members 
on this side of the House who have a 
regard for ancient traditions of this kind, 
and who bear in mind that there may 
come oceasions upon which it may be 
necessary for private Members on this 
side to avail themselves of occasions like 
those to which this rule applies. 1 ven- 
ture again to express my expectation 
that possibly the right hon. Gentleman 
and the Front Bench may content them- 
selves with making this a sessional order, 
which would allow us to see how it 
worked, and which might enable us to 
find some other arrangement by which 
a restriction less extreme than this 
might come into foree. I will not ven- 
ture to add one word about the privileges 
of private Members, with which I sym- 
pathise very much. There are many 
questions which may be raised by private 
Members, and which when pressed upon 
the attention of the Front Bench give 
us a chance of bringing forward legisla- 
tion. whereas if this alteration is made 
permanent we may be deprived of that 
chance. 


Amendment of 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): Having in former 
times occupied a similar position, I can 
naturally sympathise with the Gentlemen 
on the front bench opposite, and especi- 
ally with the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
on the present occasion. I feel almost 
bound to say a word or two to explain 
why it is that I intend to vote against 
the motion which my right hon. friend 
has brought forward. Governments re- 
presenting both sides of the House have, 
in former times, often been hard pressed 
in this respect, but it has never before 
been found necessary to ask for this 
reduction in the time which is left to the 
unofticial Members of the House. I feel 


that the objection which has been taken 
to this practice arises out of the delaying 
of the Budget last year, and I certainly 
would, in the interests of all, ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to take 
any remedy which is necessary to prevent | 
i 
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that occurring again. I am not sur- 
prised at the amount of irritation that 
was caused by the course taken by the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn in delaying 
the Budget statement last year, but 1 do 
think that when particular incidents of 
that kind arise they ought not to govern 
our action in dealing with the general 
principle of this Amendment. I would 
remind the right hon. Gentleman the 
First Lord of the Treasury and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer of the old 
proverb which says—*‘ Those who play 
bowls must expect to meet with rubbers.” 
The persons who are entrusted by the 
majority of this House with conducting 
the business of the country ought not to 
be treated at all as the antagonists of any 
class of Members in this House, and if, 
as in the case of Supply, I saw that things 
had been abused, or likely to be abused, 
I should certainly support this motion. 
But it is admitted that this motion ean 
only affect three occasions in the course 
of the session, unless we come to some 
extraordinary demand in the midst of 
the session, like the war loan or any other 
unexpected expenditure. If the Govern- 
ment is called upon to make some extra- 
ordinary demand upon this House, then 
it is quite right that the House should 
have an opportunity of discussing not 
only that particular Vote, but also the 
policy which rendered it necessary, and 
the opportunity which you get upon 
such an occasion for discussion is totally 
different to the opportunity which is 
given in Committee of Supply. Dis- 
cussions on Votes of Supply are naturally 
limited in character, and are very pro- 
perly confined to the limitations which 
belong to those particular Votes. 1 
think that the most important occasion 
upon which unofficial Members are 
offered opportunities by this rule is the 
power of challenging general policy. In 
regard to the interposition of unimportant 
matters which might threaten to delay 
the introduction of the Budget resolu- 
tions, the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
and the Government can always protect 
themselves by a resolution giving prece- 
dence to the Budget over any other mo- 
tions, and that will secure for the Govern. 
ment all that they require. By this 
means you will obviatethat inconvenience, 
which I am sure everybody wishes to 
avoid, and you will not part with this 
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you could not other wise discuss. I con- 
fess myself that I was always extremely 
reluctant to use the closure in reference 
to financial questions. 
a very fierce debate upon financial 
questions, I flatter myself that I never 
used the closure once. I do not believe 
that the House will gain any power 

or advantage by making this alteration. 
I think the Government have all the 
security which they need in regard 
to the two occasions upon which we can 
raise a general debate upon the policy 

of the Government—at the end di the 
financial year, in the month of April, 
and again at the end of the session, when 
you can review all that has taken place ; 
and therefore I am not willing to deprive 
hon. Members of the House of an oppor- 
tunity which they have enjoyed trom 
time immemorial. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or ts EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): I am very reluctant to detain the 
House, but as this matter specially 
affects the Department over which I pre- 
side, I hope I may be permitted to say a 
few words. In the first place, I can 
assure the right hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site and the House that in proposing 
this amendment of the Standing Order 
we have not any idea of depriving hon. 
Members of opportunities of discussing 
general questions of policy which ought 
properly to be discussed. My right hon. 
friend the Leader of the House has 
during the course of the 
sessions, whenever he has been asked to 
give an opportunity of this 
afforded it to the House by giving pre- 
ference to some Vote connected with the 
subject on the Notice Paper. Of course. 
I am speaking of questions in which the | 
country is generally interested. My | 
right hon. friend has constantly, by 
putting down some Vote of Supply 
on a particular night, and by making 
arrangements of that sort, afforded 
those opportunities, and I am_ sure 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite will 
at once admit that in this respect he 
has fairly met the desire of the House. 
But this is not all, for my mght hon. 


Str William Harcourt. 
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general principle, which I think is to the | 
advantage of the House of Commons, 

for it gives you the opportunity of open- 
ing and discussing large questions which 


When we had | 


last three | 
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friend has altered the rule cy regard 
to the number of days to be deviled 
to Votes in Supply, so as to give 
additional facilities during the present 
session for the discussion of a Vote 
of an important military character, 
That, I think, is another instance of the 
way my right hon. friend has const: intly 
endeavoured to meet the desires of the 
House. But what we are dealing with 
now is a matter of a very different cha- 
racter. The hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn has taken me to task for protest- 
ing against the manner in which he used 
his power under the existing rule of 
moving an Amendment on the order 


for going into Committee of Ways 
and Means. I did find fault with the 
hon. Gentleman, and I do so now, for | 


do not think it is quite fair to say that 
no instance of any abuse of that rule has 
been alleged to the House, for the hon. 
Member ‘himeelf has admitted that the 
rule was abused. What happened! | 
remember perfectly well that towards 
the close of last session the House was 
expecting to hear a statement from me 
upon the mode of finding additional 
means for the prosecution of the war, 
and the hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
intervened with a motion upon a subject 
which may have matter of im- 
portance in regard to receipts being 
intercepted without being paid into the 
Exchequer. He made a speech on that 
subject, and although he said it was 
a matter of importance and a matter of 
great interest to those who take an 
interest in financial questions, no other 
Member of the House took any part in 
that debate. I made a short reply, and 
there the matter ended. The hon. 
|Member himself must have felt that 
his motion was ill-timed, because he 
|has admitted that he did not and 
‘could not do justice to his subject 
| under the circumstances, because he felt 
that the House was not prepared for a 
long speech. If that was the case, what 
was the good of the privilege to him if he 
could not do justice to the subject ! 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Simply 
because I did not press my right under 
that rule. Had I done so, I could have 
driven the Budget into the next day. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : It has been 
said that motions of this sort have been 
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made only five times during a long 
period of years. If this is true how can 
we by proposing to repeal the existing 
power seriously curtail the rights of 
private Members, who have so seldom 
taken advantage of these opportunities 
of raising a debate? It is because this 
power has been discovered and exercised 
that the Government are anxious to 
prevent it becoming a gross abuse and 
a serious interference with the proper 
conduct of business in this House. This 
House has felt it necessary, with the 
general consent of both sides, to curtail 
the opportunities for moving amendments 
on the motion that the Speaker do leave 
the chair on going into Committee of 
Supply. Is it seriously contended that 
this power, which has been restricted 
in relation to Supply, should remain 
unlimited in connection with the 
Committee of Ways and Means? My 
right hon. friend in moving this motion 
referred to the small number of occasions 
in the course of the session on which we 
have to place on the Paper the order for 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

| will endeavour to explain to the 
House, if [ am not detaining it, precisely 
what happens. I think the occasions 
when such power may be exercised have 
been somewhat underrated by my right 
hon. friend and others. First of all 
there is the invariable motion after the 
passing of the Supplementary Estimates. 
This has always been taken, ever since | 
can remember. as a matter ot course, 
until this year. when two notices of 
Amendments to the motion that the 
Speaker leave the chair have been 
placed on the Paper. Now it is pro- 
posed that our proceedings at the close 
of the financial year, when every day 
and every hour is always important, 
in order that financial business may 
close within the legal time, should be 
interfered with by motions of this 
kind. Then the next occasion is 
the annual Budget. The right hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down 
entirely agrees with me that to in- 
terpose with a motion such as my hon. 
friend the Member for King’s Lynn 
placed on the Paper, relating perhaps to 
the foreign affairs of the country gener- 


abuse ; and it is proposed that this possi- 


bility shall be met by a special resolution 
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which, I suppose, will enable the Budget 
resolutions to be taken before the Amend- 
ment can be moved. What would that 
motion be! I suppose that it would be 
that the hon. Member who had placed 
a notice of Amendment on the Paper 
should not be heard, or that the Speaker 
should leave the chair without question 
put on that particular occasion. But, 
whatever the motion was, there would 
be nothing to prevent it being debated the 
whole evening. It is not because I 
happen to be Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that I say that nothing more incon- 
venient to the House, or even to the 
country, could take place. The whole 
course of the business of the session 
might be upset by the postponement in 
this manner of the Budget resolutions. 
[ remember that on one occasion, when 
Mr. Gladstone was Chancellor ot the 
Exchequer, some loquacious and indus- 
trious Member had put a notice of motion 
of this kind on the Paper. Mr. Gladstone 
made an appeal to the hon. Member, and 
he did not press his motion. [Hon. 
Memeers: Hear, hear!] Yes, but hon. 
Members are not all so anxious that the 
business of the House should be con- 
ducted. Mr. Gladstone said on that 
oecasion that if the hon. Member had not 
given way he would have been com- 
pelled to make his Budget statement 
with the Speaker in the chair. What 
would have been the result of that? 
After the statement had been made some 
hon. Member might have got up and 
moved a motion, which might have been 
debated all night, with the result that 
there would have been no time for the 
Budget resolutions to be taken. No 
one knew better than the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite how utterly the 
whole finance of the country might have 
been disorganised by such a procedure. 
I venture to say that by no means except 
by passing some general resolution such 
as that proposed, can you possibly 
prevent a thing of that kind from taking 
place. 

But I go on toa further case. Through- 
out the consideration of the Budget by 
the House every year cases might arise 
in which it would be necessary again to 
of Ways and 
Means, so that there might be many 


| occasions during the progress of an im- 


portant Budget on which these motions 
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might be interposed. 
thing might happen at the end of 
the session, when the Appropriation Bill 
had to be founded on a resolution in 
Committee of Ways and Means. The 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn referred 
to the Committee of 1861, but, con- 
trasting the conduct of business in those 
days with the manner in which we 
are now forced to conduct it, I am cer- 
tain that if those gentlemen who passed 
the resolutions of 1861 had had to deal 
with the difficulties that any Govern- 
ment has to deal with nowadays they 
would have been compelled to take steps 
to secure greater facilities for the conduct 
of business than they thought necessary 
then, 

Many hon. friends on this side of the 
House appear to think that by passing 
this Amendment we would be depriving 
ourselves of some very important weapon 
which might be used ‘against hon. Gentle- 
men opposite should they ever get into 
power again. Although at one time | 
attached some importance to views of 
that kind, I have seen enough now of 
the proceedings of the House to be per- 
fectly certain that no party, however 
anxious to stop legislation, can do so by 


kind. This 


mere obstruction of this 
means of bringing forward Amend- 


ments, which has been rediscovered by 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn, has 
been abused already, and unless the 
House, in the interest of the proper con- 
duct of business, is prepared in some way 
to deal with it, it will be abused much 
more seriously in future. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) : 
The right hon. Gentleman has made a 
very interesting speech in support of 
the motion, but I confess that he has not 
convinced me that the Government are 
justified in the course they are taking. 
There are two things obvious: first, 
that this is a party motion to be carried 
by a party majority, and, second, that 
even the party which supports the right 
hon. Gentleman is by no means unani- 
mous in favour of his motion, because of 
the five hon. Members who have spoken, 
four have condemned it. The result is 
that the right hon. Gentleman comes 
forward with a motion for amending 
the Standing Order, and that he is using 
his overwhelming majority to make a 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


{COMMONS} 


Finally, the same | fundamental alteration in the rules: of 


i 
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the House. But that is not all. The 
very case which the right hon. Gentleman 
puts forward for his resolution is, in my 
opinion, the best case against it. The 
right hon. Gentleman says that the rule 
has not been abused. It is true that the 
right hon. Gentleman intimated that 
there was an occasion when it might have 
been abused—when an hon. Member 
put down a motion the evening on 
which Mr. Gladstone was about to intro- 
duce his Budget ; but that motion was 
withdrawn when the hon. Member was 
appealed to. The only other case was 
when the hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
had a motion on the Paper, but in defe- 
rence to the wishes of the House, and on 
an appeal by the right hon. Gentleman 
himself, that debate was kept so short 
that only one hon. Gentleman spoke. [ 
maintain, therefore, that no case has 
been brought forward by the Govern- 
ment which tends to show that there has 
been any abuse of the rule. It would 
be impossible on a Budget night for any 
hon. Member to bring forward a motion 
on a frivolous pretext to interfere with 
the business which the House and 
country were waiting to hear. It seems 
to me that a case has not been made out 
by the Government for a resolution 
which should only have been brought 
forward for sound reasons. It is a curious 
thing that this motion should _ be 
brought at a time when private Members 
have hardly any privileges left, and it is 
not very difficult for the House to see 
that there may come a time when we 
shall not have so courteous a Leader of 
the House or Chancellor of Exchequer 
as we have now—it is quite conceivable 
that a time may come when, by means 
of this motion, the whole of the privi- 
lges of private Members will be taken 
away. It is because this is one of 
the last few remaining privileges pos- 
sessed by private Members—one of the 
only opportunities we have of bringing 
motions before the House—that I object 
to this motion being passed. The motion 
now before the House simply means 
that on the Budget night or on Budget 
resolutions the Speaker will leave the 
chair without question put, which will 
preclude any subject arising on Budget 
night being discussed. Therefore the 
Opposition would, in my opinion, be 
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neglecting their duty in supporting this | be applied to Ireland. That was rejected 
motion. It seems to me that the Govern-| when the Bill was before the House. 
ment have not made out their case in | Next session his attention was called to 
favour of this proposal, and they have | this rule, and he put down a motion. 
shown no urgency whatever ; and, as no| The Government, in order to get rid of 
ground has been shown, I think it is a| the difficulty, gave him a night, and, 
ease Where independent Members on both | although he was beaten in the division 
ides of the House should join in making | upon the application of the principle ot 
an emphatic protest. the Agricultural Rates Act. the Govern- 
| ment, a fortnight afterwards, came down 
| and applied the principle of the Rates Act 
[ wish to call to the recollection of|to Ireland, and gave Ireland £600,000 ; 
the Government what took place with | so that on that occasion at any rate this 
regard to the Agricultural Rates Act and | privilege resulted in a benefit to Ireland. 
the application of its principle to Ireland | It is a privilege I am not going to part 
by this very privilege. It will be within | with if I can help it. 

the recollection of Members that in the 
last Parliament Mr. Vesey Knox, Mem- | 

ber for Londonderry at the time, moved| The House divided :—Ayes, 161 ; Noes, 


de 


that the principle of the Rates Act should | 255. (Division List No. 32.) 





Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) : 








Question put. 


AYES. 
Abraham, William(Cork N.E. | Dunn, Sir William M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Allan, William (Gateshead) Ellis, John Edward M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue.,Stroud | Emmott, Alfred M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Ambrose, Robert Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) Markham, Arthur Basil 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert H. Farquharson, Dr. Robert Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Atherley-Jones, L. Fenwick, Charles Mooney, John J. 
Bartley, George C. T. Field, William Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Flavin, Michael Joseph Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Blake, Edward Flynn, James Christopher Moulton, John Fletcher 
Boland, John Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. | Murphy, J. 
Bowles, T.Gibson (King’sLynn | Furness, Sir Christopher | Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Boyle, James | Gilhooly, James | Newnes, Sir George 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. Goddard, Daniel Ford Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Brigg, John Grant, Corrie Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) | Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton | Norman, Henry 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | Haldane, Richard Burdon | O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
Burke, E. Haviland- | Hammond, John O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 
Burns, John Harcourt,Rt.Hon.Sir William | O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Burt, Thomas Harmsworth, RK. Leicester C’Connor,James( Wicklow, W) 
Buxton, Sydney Charles Hayden, John Patrick | O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool!) 
Caine, William Spreston | Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale-  O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
Caldwell, James | Hayter, Rt.Hon.Sir Arthur D. | O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) | Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. | O'Dowd, John 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Hobhouse, C.E.H.(Bristol, E.) | O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph | Lundon, W. Russell, T, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Carew, James Laurence Holland, William Henry O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
Causton, Richard Knight Horniman, Frederick John O'Malley, William 

Channing, Francis Allston Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) O'Mara, James 

Cogan, Denis J. Jones, David B. (Swansea) O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Coghill, Douglas Harry Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | Partington, Oswald 

Condon, Thomas Joseph Jordan, Jeremiah ‘Perks, Robert William 

Craig, Robert Hunter Joyce, Michael | Pickard, Benjamin 

Crean, Eugene Kearley, Hudson E. | Power, Patrick Joseph 
Crombie, John William Lambert, George Price, Robert John 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) Layland-Barratt, Francis | Rea, Russell 

Cullinan, J. Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) | Keckitt, Harold James 

Daly, James | Leigh, Sir Joseph | Reddy, M. 

Dalziel, James Henry | Leng, Sir John | Redmond,Jobn E. (Waterford) 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | Levy, Maurice | Renwick, George 

Delany, William | Lloyd-George, David | Rickett, J. Compton 

Dillon, John | Lough, Thomas | toberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | M‘Govern, T. 
Dutly, William J. | M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
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Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R(N’thants) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 





Amendment of 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William “Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird,John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj KR(Christchurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Banes, Major George Edward 
Barry,Sir FrancisT.(Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Beach, Rt.Hn. W. W.B.( Hants 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownagegree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

sigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Soscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Boulno's, Edmund 

Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
grown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W( Derby shire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, ht. Hon..J(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow 
Cox, 


Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
(=) 
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Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Trev tag Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John L. (Leeds, 8S.) 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk), 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 


NOES. 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar,'l’. R(T’rH’ml'ts,S. Geo. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, SirJoseph Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Kt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edw, Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir M. (London Univ. 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G H(CityofLond. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon,Maj. Evans-(TrH’mlts 
Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John’Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gri tham, ‘Henry Robert 
(Giray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. \Wedlssbace) 
Greene, SirE W(BrySEdm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, se lward 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Margof(L’nd’nderry 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynemth. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, J. (Staffords, N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hobhouse, H. (Somerset, E.) 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J.F.(Sheffld,Brightsde. 
Horner, Frederick William 


Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 


Hoult, Joseph 
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Whiteley, George(Y ork, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Picaas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYEs— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


Howard, J. (Midx. 
Hozier, Hon. ving Cecil 
Hudson, George | sickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N, R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hn. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes. ,Bury) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 


,Tottenhm) 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leighton, Stanley 


Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J. (Antrim, E. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, _ John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
ay Hn. J. Seott( Hants. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 
Moore, W illiam (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walth mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, a Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, y H. A. (Deptford) 
Mow tty tg? Robert Gray C. 
Murray, a A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, W illiam Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
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Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Ratcliffe, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul. James Alexander 
tidley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
tollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 


Business of the House— 


{4 Marcu 1901} 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


| Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col, Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seton-Karr, Henry 


| Sharpe, William Edward T, 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest( W. Bromwich) 


| Stanley, Lord (Laues.) 


Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘ Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G. (OxfdUniv. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
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Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, JolinCatheart(Orkney 
Webb, Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C, E(Tauntn 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-under-L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John ( Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. ) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE 
(FINANCIAL BUSINESS). 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
House is already familiar with all the 
for the which I now 
They are substantially the same 


reasons motion 
move, 
as those we offered to the House last 
week when a similar motion was before 
it, although they are now of greater ur- 
gency. On the present occasion I would 
remind the House exactly how our finan- 
cial business stands so far as the principle 
is concerned. If my motion is agreed 
to there are only twelve days for effective 
Supply before Monday, the 25thinst. On 
that day we must introduce the Con- 
solidated Fund Bill in order to comply 
with the law. In two days we obtained 
ten Supplementary Votes out of twenty- 
nine, not a very promising beginning. 
We have to take large Supplementary 
Estimates, and we have to take, both as 
regards the Army and the Navy, but 
perhaps especially as regards the Army, 
a most important discussion upon the 
Speaker leaving the chair; and my right 
hon. friend the Secretary of State for 
War proposes on Friday next to make 
his speech on the Army Estimates. I 
do not see how it is possible to get through 
this mass of work before the 25th unless 
the privileges which we ask for are 
granted. On the present occasion the 
House will see we ask for no privileges 
except as regards finance. We do not 
ask for privileges for legislative work 








of any kind outside the necessities of the 
law, and we do not ask for Wednesdays, 
though, if the House insists upon discuss- 
ing the Estimates at great length, I may 
be driven, much against my will, to ask 
for privileges as regards Wednesdays 
before the 25th. 

I make this request with great re- 
luctance. J have been attacked on both 
sides of the House by Gentlemen who 
seem to think I am an enemy of the 
privileges of unofficial Members. That 
is entirely untrue. I have always done 
my very best as Leader of the House to 
give private Members the fullest oppor- 
tunity of criticising the Government, 
and I think my action in that respect 
will compare favourably with that of 
my predecessors. | take it it is a fact 
that at present we lose something ma- 
terially by not having those opportunities 
on Tuesdays of general discussion upon 
subjects outside the business of Supply. 
or the Budget, or the business of legista- 
tion. And it is also perfectly true that 
when the House retains its privilege in 
this respect it usually shows its appre- 
ciation by a count out ; but something 
might be done, though I make no pro- 
mise, to secure a certain number of days, 
at all events, in the session on which 
abstract resolutions may be brought 
before the House. In the meantime, 


having regard to the necessities of the 
hour, if the House intends to comply 
with the law, it should take Tuesdays 
for financial business. 
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We have been told that this is a state 
of things for which the Government is 
responsible in not having called Par- 
liament together earlier, That is a most 
unjustifiable statement on the part of 
hon. Members, seeing that the House 
had an autumn session. [A Vomce: A 
very short one.]| Not a very long 
autumn session ; but if these days which 
are now asked for had been added it 
would have made it abnormally long, 
and I saw no reason, and see no reason, 
why this House should be asked to meet 
earlier than it did. If the question had 
been put to them, and hon. Members 
had been allowed to vote according to 
their inclinations, as to whether the 
House should be called together on the 
14th February or a week earlier, | wonder 
how the division would have gone. 1 
am tolerably certain that the most offi- 
cious of my crities would have said they 
were directly opposed to not giving the 
House a holiday. Iam myself indifferent 
to the criticisms as to whether or not the 
House ought to have been called together 
carlier. As regards the present, we are 
bound to obey the law, and if the exhi- 
bition which we have had for the last two 
days continues we may have to ask not 
only for Tuesdays but for Wednesdays 
also. But I take no right to interfere 
with Tuesdays, except for Supply, and, 
theretore, if the House decides to ‘dispose 
ot Supply, the Tuesdays will be restored 
to private Members, and I have no doubt, 
if the House is offered the plain choice 
ot either discussing and passing the Esti- 
mates, or breaking the law, which they 
will choose. Under these circumstances 
I hope the resolution | now beg to move 
will be accepted. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That, until Easter, Financial Business 
do have precedence on Tuesday whenever 
set down by the Government, and that 
the provisions of Standing Order No. 56 
be extended to that day.”"—(Mr. Balfour.) 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am one of those who, as the right hon. 
Gentleman rightly says and suggests, 
that the House should have met earlier, 
and whose suggestion he treated with no 
little ignominy and scorn, and upon that 
ground I cannot agree to this proposal. 


I quite admit that the right hon. Gentle- | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
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man, having placed himself in the position 
in which he stands, can make out a strong 
ease for taking Tuesday, Wednesday, and 
every other day in the week. But this is 
not the way to conduct important busi- 
ness of this House, above all the business 
of Supply, where everything that has to 
be done is to be done with a sort of 
Damocles sword hanging over one’s head. 
We are told that we have to pass these 
Votes, however large they may be, on a 
certain day, to do which we must curb 
our inclinations to discuss them in the 
manner in which we consider they ought 
to be discussed. This is not the first time 
the House of Commons has been asked to 
take a similar course, but | have never 
known an occasion such as this in which 
it was so obvious beforehand what the 
result would be. There is no novelty 
whatever in it—the only novelty is the 
unusual size of the Supplementary 
Estimates; we knew they would be 
excessive, but we never had the slightest 
idea that, at a time when we were to he 
asked to meet great demands for war 
expenditure, the Civil Service Estimates 
would exceed by a million the normal 
Estimates. In my humble judgment it 
was the Government’s business to have 
foreseen that the present state of affairs 
would arise, and to have provided for it 
by calling Parliament together sooner. 
Being in this dilemma, the Government 
are reduced to taking these strong mea- 
sures. But that not make me 
regard the strong measures with the less 
dislike, and as a protest againt them | 
shall certainly vote against the motion. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) felt bound to protest against 
the course which had been taken by the 
Government. The Government would, 
he thought, get through their financial 
business much more quickly and much 
more satisfactorily if they showed some 
disposition to meet the views of hon. 
Members, and allowed them to have 
retained Tuesdays for discussing subjects 
in which they were interested. There 
was no reason why the Government 
should not get through their financial 


does 


‘business without special procedure, and 


he was bound to protest against the 
motion. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) expressed 
his great surprise at the proposals 
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before the House. 
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Financial Business. 


He thought it | the doors persuading them not to come 
was hardly worth the while of the in to make a House. 


He hoped private 


right hon. Gentleman to make the | Members would vote against the motion. 
suggestion that he would only inter- 


fere with Tuesdays in order to take 
because 
was disposed of hon. Gentlemen would 
no doubt find the Government Whips at 


financial business, 


Acland- Hood, Capt.SirAlexF. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, Jobn os 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bayot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John Geo. Alexander 
Baleares, Lord 

Jalfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Jalfour, RtHn Gerald W (Leeds 
Balfour,Maj. K.R.(Christeh’ch 
Banes, Maj. George Edward 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt HonSirM. H.(Bristol) | 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W.B. (Hants 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
signold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

3ond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Bowles, T. Gibson( King’sLynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen (Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


after that 
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Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar,T. R.(T’rH’ml’ts,S.Geo. 
Jickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Win. H. 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobertPenrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 


| Foster, Sir M. (London, Univ.) 


Gibbs, HnA,G. H.(CityofLond. 


| Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 


Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rHml’ts 


| Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 


Goschen, Hn. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene,SirE. W(B’ryS. Edm’ds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain. Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambr», Charles Erie 
Hamilton, RtHn. LordG(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’donderry 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath,James(Statfords.,N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 

Hoare, EdwBrodie( Hampstead 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J.'(Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 








(Juestion put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 237 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 33.) 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T.( Denbigh 
Kenyon,James (Lanes., Bury) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt. Hn. WilliamEdwH. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charies (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriessh. 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon . Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton,ArthurH. A {Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

Perey, Earl 

Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
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Pym, C. Guy 

Quiler, Sir Cuthbert 

Randles, John S. 


Ratcliffe, R. F. 
teid, James (Gireenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
fentoul, James Alexandea 
tidley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley, Samuel F.(BethnalGrn 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Saekville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S8.(Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut,-Col. Thos. Myles 
Seton-Karr, Henry 


Abraham, William(Cork, N. E. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP(Glouce. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 
Asquith, Rt. HnHerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
ecg John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 


Seeeeseeosqoass 


‘aine, ig Sproston 
‘aldwell, James 

‘ampbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
‘ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
‘austor, Richard Knight 
hanning, Francis Allston 
‘ogan, Denis J. 

‘oehill, Douglas Harry 
‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 
‘rean, Eugene 

‘rombie, John Walliam 
‘ullinan, J. 
Daly, James 


Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douel: is. Charles M. 
Duty, William J. 
Dunn, Sir William 
Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans. SirFrancisH.(Maidst'n 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick. Charles 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Chris — r 
Foster, sir W aig (Derby Co. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Chrtedber 


(Lanark) 
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Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, AbelH.(Hertford, East) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.JG.(OxfdUniv. 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Lieut.-Col, ©. E. 


NOES, 


Gilhooly, James 

Gladstene, Rt. Hon. Herbt. J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, K. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- | 


Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C, E. H.(Bristol,E. ) 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, David Bry etiam AR a 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh’e 
Jordon, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambert, George 
Lavland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephl’.(Acerington 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 


Levy, Maurice 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 

M:‘ Arthur, William(Cornwall) 
ME Dermott, Patrick 
M ‘Govern, T. 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M'kenna, Reginald 
M‘kKillop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John .J. 
Morley, Charles (Brecknocksh 
Morton, Edw.J. C, (Devonport 
Murphy, 7. 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col. JobnP. (Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid | 





Financial Business. 452 


Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkne 
Webb, Colonel William Geo, 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-under-L 
Williams, ( ‘olonel R. (Dorset 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R.) 


Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W.( Worcestersh. N, 


Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks, | 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. ( George 
Young,Coummander (Berks,E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Ansiruther., 


O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, 7. P. (L iverpool) 
(Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
YY Kelly, James( sae 
O'Malley, William 
O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. . 
Partington, Oswald 
Pickard, Be njwnin 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price. Robert John 
Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, JohnE. 
Russell, TT. W 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, ht Hn.C. R.( North’nts 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold Jolin 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen. E.) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, I’. Freeman-( Hastings 
eg 5 an, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
White, Georg ve (Norfolk) 
W hite, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whiteley,¢ reorge (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halitax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R. 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. Herbert Roberts and 
Mr. Soames. 


James 


(Waterford) 
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453 Supply —Navy 
SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. | 
(SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 
1900--1901. 


Navy 


Motion made, and Question put, 
That an additional number of men 
and boys, not exceeding 600, be employed 
for the Sea and Coastguard Services tor 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901.” 
CIVIL LORD or tne ADMI- 


PRETYMAN, Suffolk, Wood- 
the Finan- 


*THE 
RALTY (Mr. 
bridge), in the absence of 
cial Secretary, desired to say a few 
words in explanation of the Vote. The 
600 men now asked for comprised the 
colonial contingent in China. New South 
Wales provided 262; Victoria, 197; and 
South Australia, 120, with the ‘ Pro- 
tector,’ gunboat. It was necessary under 
the Colonial Naval Defence Act of 1865, 
Section 9, to obtain the sanction of Parlia- 
ment in order to bear those men on the 
Votes. He did not ask the House to 
believe that these men were necessary in 
order to give effect to the naval strength 
of the mother country in China. It was 
not the actual force, but the moral force 
which lay behind which was in question. 
The value in the eyes of the Empire and 
of the world of that small body of 600 
men, side by side with our own sailors, 
soldiers and marines, was such that he 
did not think there would be any diffe- 
rence of opinion in the House in regard 
to the Vote. All the Members of the 
House were familiar with the services 
rendered by those men. The Colonial 
contingent had been honourably 
mentioned by the commanding officer 
onthe station. Their services were most 
valuable and were most highly appreci- 
ated, and their gallantry was conspicuous 
upon all oecasions. 


most 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) was sure 
that they all agreed with what had been 
suid by the hon. Gentleman as to the 
good effect that must accrue from the 
services of those men. They had served 
and 
value of 


side by side with our own seamen, 
nobody would doubt at all the 
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He asked whether the 
hon. Gentleman could tell the Committee 
what the arrangements were in regard 
to the pay of those men. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The question of 
pay falls to be considered on the next 
Vote. It will be better to discuss one 
Vote at a time. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said the hon. 
Gentleman in charge of the Vote was 
entirely mistaken if he supposed that 
it was going to pass with the unanimity 
of all sections of the Committee. For his 
part, he had for a considerable period of 
years resisted on every occasion additions 
to the Navy, whether they appeared in 
the shape of a Vote for men and boys, 
or an increased money grant, because 
he was convinced—and every year that 
passed added strength to the conviction— 
that the policy inaugurated by this 
country six years ago of enormous in- 
creases to the Navy was a policy caleu- 
lated to destroy the finances of the 
country, and greatly calculated to 
plunge the country sooner or later 
into a terrible war. When a_ few 
Members commenced to oppose this poliey 
a few years ago they were denounced, of 
course, as enemies of the country. They 
were laughed at as enemies of the Empire 
for venturing to prophesy that the in- 
crease commenced five or six years ago 
was only a small portion of what was 
coming. He1emembered, five years ago, 
when the First Lord of the Admiralty, 
now in another place, brought in one cf 
the vast Navy Estimates and announced 
that they were undoubtedly of a startling 
character, but required by the necessity 
of the time. The House was startled, but 
it voted the Estimates under the illusion, 
which had now been dissipated, that by 
so voting it was placing the country in 
a position of security and defence, and 
that if there was not finality in them 
there was somethingapproaching finality. 
Every year therehad been a large increase 
in the Vote for men and boys, and the 
expenses of the Navy. He asked where 
this was going to stop. He believed it 
would not stop until the taxation of the 
country was raised to such a point that 
the people would rebel and revolt against 
it. He desired to say that those who had 
banded themselves into an organisation 
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called the Navy League were primarily | 


responsible for this mad career along 
which the country was now being driven. 
What did they find these gentlemen 
saying after five years of inflation and 
enormous additions to the size of the 
Navy? They were now declaring that 
England was in a worse position at sea, 
and a worse mistress of the seas than five 
or six yearsago. The more they spent on 
the Army and Navy the more they would 
be told that the state of the country 
was alarming, and they would have to go 
on increasing the size of the Services. 
He felt bound at every stage to resist any 
increase of armaments. He would vote 
against the proposed increase. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) had great 
pleasure in joining his voice to what had 
been said by the hon. Member for East 
Mayo. The hon. Member for the Wood- 
bridge Division had referred to the fact 
that 600 Colonial troops had come to 
help England ina difficulty. Considering 
that from so large an extent of country 
only 600 troops could be raised, he 
thought the hon. Member should not 
have mentioned that. It seemed to him 
that the colonies gave them very little 
sympathy if, when England was in trou- 
ble, only 600 men could be got to come 
to the help of the country. Heasked how 
these troops were to be paid as compared 
with the troops ot this country, because it 
struck him that if a very great induce- 
ment had not been offered to these men 
from the colonies it was quite possible that 
they would not have come to the help of 
England at all. It seemed to him that 
the amount of money in this Vote was 
extraordinary. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: There is no money 
in this Vote. 


Mr. DALY admitted that, but at the 
same time he expected that the men did 
not come without money, and one of the 
points which Members from Ireland had 
to watch was the money point. He had 


no sympathy, he was proud to say, with | 


this matter at all, and he thought the 
colonies had almost as little when the 
trifling number of 600 was all they could 
beg. borrow, and, he might say, steal to 
join the forces. It would be his duty to 
go into the division lobby against this 
Vote. 

Mr. Dillon. 
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*Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby) said he understood from what 
was stated by the hon. Member for 
Woodbridge in introducing the Vote, 
that it was desirable, to give the colo- 
nies an opportunity of taking part in 
the operations in China, and therefore 
these men were selected to go, and 
charged on the Estimates. If so, why 
should the hon. Member for South Mona- 
ghan talk of sweeping the gutters to get 
men? He would go into the lobby in 
support of the Vote, as he believed a 
great many Members on that side of the 
House would, because they desired, 
along with hon. Members opposite, to do 
everything they could to strengthen the 
bonds between the mother country and 
the colonies. 


Mr. ALLEN (Gloucestershire, Stroud) 
entirely concurred with the hon. Member 
who had just spoken, and he intended 
to vote for the number cf men stated. 
He did not think that, being a new 
Member,"he should have got up to speak 
if one of the Members from Ireland had 
not attacked the Navy League, with 
which he had been more or less inti- 
mately acquainted since the commence- 
ment. He thought the Navy League 
had done a great deal of good in bringing 
home to the country the necessity of 
having a strong and large Navy. A 
| great number on that side of the House 
would agree with him that it had been 
a distinct advantage to have the Austra- 
lian and other Colonial forces fighting 
by our side, 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 58.) said 
his hon. friend had a perfect right to 
condemn the policy of the Navy League. 
He concurred with the hon. Member for 
South Monaghan that it spoke badly for 
the sympathy of the colonies when they 
could only find 600 men. The Nation- 
alist Members looked at this question in 
relation to the taxes they were going to 
put on their country, and he claimed 
that they had a perfect right to object 
|to the Vote, on which no information 
| had been supplied. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) 


said he was surprised at the paucity ot 


He was 


| the number stated in the Vote. 


| aoe that 600 was a misprint, and 
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that there should have been another 
0 added. He failed to see how 600 
could supply the deficiency required. It 
had always been the fault of the Navy 
administrators of this country to ask for 
too few men. In this case he felt sure 
that they were committing the same 
blunder again, and when the proper 
Navy Estimates came on they would be 
asking for more men. He had always 
advocated that it was the duty of the 
Government broadly and honestly to 
put down the number they required, so 
that the House and the country would 
know what they required. It was well 
known that they would require ten times 
the number now put down. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) said he desired 
to raise his voice against this Supple- 
mentary Estimate of a million and a 
quarter of money for 600 men. [* Order.” | 
If he was out of order in referring to 
the amount, the Chairman was there 
to put him in order. [Laughter.]| He 
would not take any laugh from Gen- 
tlenen on the other side. If he 
committed any breach of the rules he 
would bow to the ruling of the 
Chairman at once. He desired to say 
that this Supplementary Estimate for 
600 men would cause the expenditure 
of alarge amount of money. It appeared 
to him to be an anomaly when he looked 
at the fact that if they required a Catholic 
chaplain for the British Navy—— 

*Tue CHAIRMAN: That cannot be 
discussed on this Vote, 


Mr. JOYCE: | bow to your ruling at 
once, Mr. Lowther. and I have just to say 
that when [ am a little better acquainted 
with the business of the House I will 
interfere oftener and with more effect 
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in the debates. There is one portion of 
this Supplementary Estimate on which 
I desire to be a little more enlightened 
before I allow it to pass. [Laughter.] 
Perhaps I may know a little more about 
it than the hon. Members who laugh on 
the other side of the House. I want 
some information as to the policy of 
towing His Majesty's ships—— 


*Tue .CHAIRMAN: Order, order ! 


The hon. Gentleman is discussing the 


wrong Vote. We are now discussing 
Vote A. Will he confine himself to 


that ? 


Mr. JOYCE: Am I in order in dis- 
cussing any portion of the orders given 
in connection with this Vote ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN: These are not the 
Navy Estimates. When we reach the 
Navy Estimates that will, of course, be 
in order. These are the Supplementary 
Navy Estimates. This Estimate is for 
600 men, and that is the only matter 
that ean be discussed now. 


Mr. JOYCE: | desire to ask your 
ruling on Section C, page 3. Can | 
speak on that matter at present or not ? 


*The CHAIRMAN : We are discussing 


Vote A, and not the other one. 


Mr. JOYCE: [ bow to your ruling 
at once. 

Mr. MeGOVERN (Cavan, West) 
thought the Committee should be told 
for what purpose these 600 men were 
required. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 235 ; 
Noes, 67. (Division List No. 34.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 





Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r | Brookfield, Col. Montagu 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Balfour, Hon. G. W. (Leeds) Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Aird, Sir John Balfour,Maj K.R.(Christeh’reh | Caine, William Sproston 
Allan, William (Gateshead) Banes, Major George Edward | Caldwell, James _ 

Allen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) | Bartley, George C. T. Carlile, William Walter 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden | Bathuist, Hon. A. Benjamin Cautley, Henry Strother 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol | Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis Beach, Rt. Hn. W.W.B.(Hants. | Cavendish, V. C.W.(Desbysh.) 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. | Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. | Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Blundell, Col. Henry | Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Bailey, James (Walworth) | Boulnois Edmund Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 


Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 


VOL. XC. 


[FOURTH SERIES. | 


| Boustield, William Robert 

Bowles, Capt. H.F. (Middleses ) 
| Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynp) 
) 


Chamberlain, J. A.( Worcester) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
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Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon.Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Giasgow) 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexan ler (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen). 
Dewar,T.R.(T’rH mlets,SGeo 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale.Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fergusson, RtHn. Sird.| 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

KF lannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, ee hael( Lond. Univ 
Fuller, J . M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gibbs, Hn A.G. H.(CityofLond. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH ml’ts 
Or Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon.Georve Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW(B rySEdm‘ds. 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Margof( L’nd’nderry 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynenrth. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords,N.W. ) 
Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon.CharlesH. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hobhouse .C. E. H.( Bristol, E. ) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J. F (Sheffield, Brightside 
Horniman, Frederick Jolin 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard. J.( Midd. ,Tottenham 
Hozier,Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. FE. 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 








Supply—Navy 


Mane’r 





{COMMONS} 


Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
“ohnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, William (Carnarvons. ) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Labouchere, Henry 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lene, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, FiederickN.S. 
Levy, Maurice 

Lone. Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol.S 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas,ReyinaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Maecdona, John Cumming 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Maconochie, A. W 
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M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 


M: Arthur, William(Cornwall) 
M‘Calmont ,Col. J. (Antrim, E. 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Male olm, lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Masihams. Arthur Basil 
Maxwell, W.JH( Dumfriesshire 
Milton, Viseount 

Milward, Colonel Vietor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, RK. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A, G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Partington, Oswald 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer. Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
P.etyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 


NOES 


Boy wg James 

Brig uv oe 

heckin Haviland- 

Cc rier John (Armagh, S.) | 


| Channing, Francis Alston 











460 


Rasc h, Major ‘es Carne 
tateliffe, R. 
py Russell 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
tenshaw, seo Bine 
tentoul, « James Alexan7er 
tenwick, George 
Ridley, Hn.M. W. (Stalybridge) 
Ridley,S.F orde(Bethnal(Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T, 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs,) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
Royds, ¢ ‘lement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 
tutherford, John 
Sadler, ¢ ‘ol. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos Myles 
Sharpe, Willian Edward T. 
Shipman, Dr. John G,. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Sinith,.JamesParker (lanarks. 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, RtHnCR( Northants. ) 
Stanley, Lord gt 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M*Taygart 
Stock, James Rah 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thomas, F. Freeman( Hastings) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wallace, Robert 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Webb, Colonel William Geo. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton undLyne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York, E. 8.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
W ylie, age gg? 
Wyndham, Kt. Hon. 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


George 


Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 





—— ee ee a a ee 


tl 
sh 
Ww 
\ 
ju 
vl 
ge 
pa 
an 
ab 


ar 
Ci 
sel 
ha 
th 





460 


rne 


ige) 
reen 


hs.) 


der 
use) 
vles 
r 


ist) 
rks, 
its.) 


art 


pier 


1us) 


ray 


< 
nan 
ney 
20. 














461 Supply —Navy 
Dillon, John M‘Killop, W. 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Lundon, W. 

MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark <A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


Murphy, J. 
Newnes, Sir G 
Nolan, Joseph ( 


O’Brien, Kend: 


(Connor, T. 


©’ Donnell, 7 
O'Kelly, 


0’ Mara, 


2. Motion made, and Quest’on  pro- 
posed, “That an additional sum_ not 
exceeding £1,250,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
vear ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, for additional Expenditure on the 
following Navy Services, viz. :— 


Vote Wages, ete, of s 
Officers, ete. - - - 500 
Vote 2. Victualling and 
Clothing for the Navy 84,000 
Vote 8. Shipbuilding, Re- 
pairs, Maintenance, 
etc. :-— 
Section I. Personnel — - 98,500 
Section II. Matériel - 630,000 


Section III. Contract 
Work SS es 
Vote 11. Miscellaneous 
Effective Services - - 


207.000 
250.000 
Total - - - - £1,250,000.” 


*Mr. PRETYMAN : In asking for this 
Vote it will probably be convenient to 
the Committee that I shou'd make a 
short statement on the different heads 
under which the money is required. 
With regard to the Vote of 600 men 
jus st passed, the actual cost of their ser- 
vices was about £25,000. The contin- | 
gent are paid by us at the same rate of | 
pay and allowances as our own sailors, | 
and they are calculated to serve for 
about seven months. Besides that. we 
are giving to the South 
Government a sum of £2,500 for the 
services of the ‘ Protector,” because we 
have not only these 600 men, but also 
the “ Protector,” which is the property 


Australian | 





Mooney, John J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Col. JohnP.(G alway,N. 
O’ Br ien, et | eee: & 


(” Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
DP, (Liverpool) 
Q’Donnell, John (Mayo, A ) 

if ees W. 
Conor (Mayo, N) 
O'Kelly, Jas. a me 
0’ Malley, William 

James 


| pared. 
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(Sligo, North) | O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
| Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond,John E.(Waterford) 
Sehwann, Charles E 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, FE. ) 
cg A. Glamorgan, E.) 
Tully, Jasper 
White, Patrick( Meath, North) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Wilson, HenryJ.( York, W.R.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— Mr. 

Daly and Mr. Joyce. 


eorge 


Louth, South) 
(Cork) | 
il( Tipperary Md | 


of the South Australian Government. 
For repairs to that vessel during the 
time it was in the Imperial service we ar 
paying £2,500 to its owners. The next 
head is the inerease in the victualling 
charges. It will be recognised by all 
that since the time these Estimates were 
originally prepared there has been an 
enormous rise in the prices of all kinds of 
| produce,§ and that rise has caused an 
increase of no less than £114,000, but 
/ against that there is an appropriation-in- 
aid of £30,000, reducing the actual Vote 
to £84,000. I might give one or two 
instances showing how prices have risen. 
Cloth has risen from 6s. 11d. to &s. 11d., 
and serge from 11}d. to 1s. 84d., and so 
‘on, and the prices of provisions have 
increased in the same way. These in- 
creases have in nearly all cases come 
about and been largely augmented since 
the time the original Estimates were 
prepared. There was at the time some 
indication of a rise in prices, but the 
Estimates were prepared fifteen months 
ahead of the time at which they were 


| voted. and it was impossible to say when 
ithe rise would take place. The 


same 
remark applies to the question of coal in 
Section 2 of Vote 8 It is a very difficult 


| question to decide whether a rise in price 


is going to be permanent.and the question 


| also arises as to the latest date on which 


it is possible to disturb a Vote once pre- 
It is very difficult when a com- 
plicated Estimate has been prepared on 


ithe basis of prices then existing to go 
|into it and revise all the items, and there 


is the further point that the rise in price 


may be only temporary. So far as we 


'are concerned, the increase in prices of 


Q2 
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coal, provisions, and clothing material,|is very undesirable that it should be 
has been not temporary but permanent, necessary to come here for Supplemen- 
and that is really the reason of the large tary Votes at all. We should very 
increase in the victualling Vote, and, to| much prefer to be able to state fifteen 
some extent, the coaling Vote. The months beforehand exactly how much 
next head is shipbuilding and repairs, | we are going to spend and exactly what 
the amount there being £98,500. That we are going to do with the money. But 
increase is caused partly by more rapid if hon. Members will put themselves into 
construction and partly by repairs. | the position of those who have to admini- 
Construction has been hastened, and I ster this great Department, look at the 
think the Committee will agree that that | enormous number of items over which 
is not a cause for complaint. To-morrow | this work has to be spread, and conceive 
an event will oceur which is almost the difficulty of looking fifteen months 
unique in the history of the British | ahead and estimating exactly how much 
Navy. Four first-class vessels will be will be required to be spent on repairs, 
launched, and it is largely on account of | for instance, which may be owing to 
the expenditure on these four vessels | accidents or breakdowns which nobody 
that this excess is asked for. £30,000 is | can foresee, it must be evident to them 
for new construction, most of which has that, however much experience may be 
been spent on the ‘“ Montague,” the brought to bear or time given to the 
* Albemarle,” and the “ Kent.” The matter, such Estimates must to a large 
amount expended upon these three extent be guesswork, based partly upon 
vessels during this financial year is no the experiences of the past as well as 
less than £629,000, so that an excess upon the possibilities of the future. On 
of £30,000 on that large sum will that ground the Admiralty has perhaps 
not appear very great. At the same more excuse than almost any other 
time. I think the Committee would Department for coming to the Com- 
prefer that we should have an excess of | mittee with a Supplementary Estimate, 
£30,000 and succeed in turning these which is not very large in relation to the 
vessels out than that the vessels should amount of work done, and all of which 
have been delayed and £30,000 less | has been expended in putting our Navy 
spent. That is the real ground on which into a state of efficiency such as the 
the money is asked for. Included in | House of Commons is always impressing 
that £98,000 is a further sum for repairs upon us as absolutely necessary. 
to a large number of ships. There are| The next item is one for which I need 
two reasons why the repairs have ex-| not apologise at all—namely, contract 
ceeded the Estimate. One is a reason) work. We have succeeded in getting 
which will naturally occur to every hon. | more work to the extent of £270,000 
Member—namely, that during the year | out of the contractors tham we estimated 
we have had this unforeseen trouble in | we could do. That is not inereased, but 
China, and nobody knew at what merely anticipated expenditure. We are 
moment the services of the Navy might | paying £270,000 more to contractors in 
be required in all directions. It there- | this financial year for work they had in 
fore became imperative to execute all} hand, and therefore shall have that 
repairs immediately, and that every | much less to pay at the end of the con- 
vessel which could be brought at short | tract. Really, the contract is being 
notice into a fit condition for service | executed more rapidly than had been 
should be put into that condition. That | anticipated. 
naturally involved the working o a *Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
time, and that accounts to a large extent ‘shire, Forest of Dean): In respect of 
for this increase. The other reason is |. Stas 1 
wag 7 ; i. | what ships ? 
that it is not advisable in the interests | 
of economy to allow a larger estimate for | *Mr. PRETYMAN : [ am afraid I have 
repairs than the lowest sum which really | not that information, but possibly | 
appears necessary, as whatever is allowed | shall be able to supply it later in the 
is pretty certain to be spent. It is | debate. 
desirable that the full sum anticipated; The last head is for miscellaneous 
to be required should he estimated. It | services, the larger part of which is in eon- 


Mr. Pretyman, 
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sequence of the services of the naval 
contingent and the fleet in connection | 
with the trouble in China. It is perfectly 
clear that the China trouble was an 
unforeseen event in regard to which we 
are perfectly justified in asking for a 
Supplementary Vote, and therefore no 
excuse is needed for bringing this Esti- 
mate forward. Sub-head A is for the 
passage money and conveyance of the 
Australian contingent both by water and 
by land, and also of the additional officers 
who were sent to China. Sub-head C, 
for piloting and towing, is largely and 
principally due to extra charges incurred 
by the extra number of vessels going 
through the Suez Canal on their way to 
China. ‘* Telegraphic communications ” 
refer to the extra telegraphic services in 
connection with South Africa and China. 
The hire of steam vessels for communica- 
tions in China is in connection with two 
vessels which were hired to keep up com- 
munications between different places. 
The next head is expenditure in connec- 
tion with the seizure and detention of 
vessels in South African waters. In that 
matter the Navy was merely obeying 
its orders and doing its duty, and the 
matter has already been discussed. 
“The hire of distilling vessels for man- 
ceuvres’’ was an experiment. Two 
vessels were fitted as distillers, and 
valuable experience was gained. The 
vessels were somewhat too large, they 
had not sufficient pumping power, but 
at the same time they supplied a con- 
siderable quantity of water for the fleet, 
and the experiment was well worth 
trying. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Was there 
distilling of spirits in these vessels, or 
was the experiment confined to water ? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: Although it was 
off the Irish coast, the experiment was 
confined to water. The last sub-head 
is in connection with the steamship 
“Ophir,” which is to convey their 
Royal Highnesses the Duke and 


Duchess of Cornwall and York on their 
tour to Australia and round the world. 
The only question of importance, | 
think, which has been raised in connec- 
tion with that is with regard to the 
accommodation to be provided for the 
press. Questions have been asked upon 


| 


i 
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this matter in the House, and some hon- 
Members seem to be under the impres- 
sion that Sir Donald Mackenzie Wallace, 
who is to go with this vessel, has been, 
by the sanction of the Admiralty, allowed 
to go on board as the correspondent of 
The Times, to the exclusion of other 
newspapers and other press correspon- 
dents. That is not so. Sir Donald 
Mackenzie Wallace has had no com- 
munication with the Admiralty whatever 
in regard to his position on the tour, 
and he has not been appointed with the 
knowledge of the Admiralty as the 
correspondent of any newspaper what- 
ever. But entirely apart from that, 
the First Lord has felt that it is most 
desirable, in the interest of the public and 
of the press, that some representation 
should be allowed, and that as far as 
possible some accommodation should be 
provided for the gentlemen of the press 
to accompany this expedition, and he 
has received a very large number of 
applications. He answered all these 
applicants, and they were informed that 
there were very great difficulties in the 
way of providing accommodation at all, 
but that everything that could be done 
would be done. The First Lord felt 
that it was very desirable that all the 
applications received should be considered 
equally, and not only did he wait until the 
last moment, but those important news- 
papers that had not applied for accom- 
modation were communicated with and 
asked if they desired to be represented. 
That being done, every effort was made to 
induce the yarious newspapers and press 
agencies as far as possible to combine 
so that one press representative might 
serve two or three newspapers or agencies. 
That having been done, the First Lord 
found that he could provide accommo- 
dation for five press correspondents, and 
those five have been allotted as fairly as 
possible between the press agencies and 
the principal newspapers by combination, 
so that there has been absolute fairness. 
Those five gentlemen will be accommo- 
dated, and five berths have been prepared 
for them, and they will sail on Thursday. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
Will the hon. Gentleman kindly name 
the agencies and the newspapers ? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: I think it would 
be better not to, for it would be rather 
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invidious to do that. I believe the press | Gentleman smiled. He (Mr. Allan) had 
are perfectly satisfied, and every effort for seven or eight years been treated 
has been made to show no favouritism to laughter in the House over naval 
of any sort or kind, and | do not think matters, but he challenged the hon, 
the hon. Gentleman would wish that any , Gentleman to deny that he could have 
invidious statement should be made.) bought those coals at 13s. a ton for 
[ will endeavour at the close of this debate | which he had paid 29s. a ton. The 
to answer any further questions put to; hon. Gentleman tried to put off this 
me, but [ thought that | might save the | enormously increased expenditure on the 
time of the House by intervening at this | ground of the rise in the price of coal, 
stage. | but he wished the hon. Gentleman would 
' find out something about the coals and 
Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN said he had} where they went to. The hon. Gentle- 
listened with the greatest degree of plea- | man did not tell the Committee why this 
sure to the remarks of the hon. Gentle- | excess of coals was required, or that some 
man who introduced the Supplementary | of his boats were burning twice as much 
Estimate of £1,250,000. He had no! coal as others. That was the reason 
desire to traverse all the headings of the| why the taxpayers’ money was being 
hon. Gentleman’s remarks, but would | squandered in a haphazard, unbusiness- 
confine himself to the third. like manner. 


He had listened with attention to 
Attention called to the fact that forty | eyery word the hon. Gentleman had 
Members were not present. House | said about repairs, but no proper ex- 
counted, and, forty Members being found | planation had been given. What boats 
present— | were repaired, where were they repaired, 
- jand what did the repairs of each cost | 
Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (continuing) | What did this sum of £98,500 include ? 
said that there came under the heading | The repairs to the “ Hermes,” the 
of ‘‘ Coals for Steam Vessels” the sum ot | « Europa,” or the “ Powerful,” which 
£700,000 ; but the hon. Gentleman gave | was lying in Portsmouth Dockvard with 
the Committee no explanation whatever | her boilers nearly out of her? Then. 
as to when, how, or where this £700,000 | he was sorry to say that this huge sum 
extra was required over and above the | did not include repairs to the new Roval 
original Estimate. It was all very well) yacht, which indeed was not afloat yet. 
for the hon. Gentleman to say that the | [t was not fair to the House of Commons 
price of coal had risen, but his point was, | or to the taxpayers of the country that 
when was the contract made by the| they should be called upon to vote money 
Admiralty for coals? He was fully|for repairs without the responsible 
aware that in October, 1899, no contract | Minister stating to the House what was 
was made for coals, although that was} the nature of the repairs. He did not 
the time when every ship-owning firm, want to use strong terms to any Minister 
such as the Transatlantic General Com-]or head of the Department, but the 
pany, the Royal Mail Steamship Com-} Minister ought really to be able to give a 
pany, etc., were making their contracts. lucid. frank. and complete explanation 
The Admiralty could have bought coals | of the Vote he was submitting to the 
then at 15s. per ton. Two or three | Committee. 
months later the Admiralty went | 
into the market and bought a sinall | 
quantity at 19s. a ton, but made in| *Mr. PRETYMAWN said, if the Com- 











contract. Then they had to go again | mittee would allow him, he might state 
into the market and paid 29s. a ton,| that he had given a short statement of 
but they bought more coals at the big / the headings of the Vote and a general 
price than they had any need for then, | explanation ; but he would be most 
and which they would not need for a long | happy to answer any further questions 
time to come. Was that business /| that were put to him in the course of the 
Why, the Director of Contracts knew no debate. He thought that the hon. 
more about his business or the markets | Member had scarcely been fair in accusing 
than the man in the moon! The hon. him of want ot courtesy or a desire to 





Mr, Pretyman. 
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withhold information from the Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN said he was 
very glad to hear that the Committee 
was going to have a full explanation of 
why all this money was required for 
coals and repairs, and he sincerely hoped 
they would have the names of the boats 
and the reasons why the repairs were 
necessary. The Paper did not show 
how much had been spent on the new 
Royal yacht. Did that come under re- 
pairs? The House and the country 
wanted to know that. He wished to 
refer also to one item under the head 
of ‘ Miscellaneous Effective Services.”’ 
Under Sub-head XX. very unbusinesslike 
phraseology was used—namely, “ Hire, 
ete., of s.s. ‘Ophir.’”’ Now that word 
“hire” had no right to be there at all. 
There was not a shipowner in the House 
who did not know that the word should 
have been “charter.” He asked how 
much the charter of the ‘* Ophir’ was 
to be per month—what did the owners 
get ! There was £43,000 down for the 
“Ophir,” and what he wanted to know 
was not only the amount of the charter 
per month, but what was spent in re- 
fitting all the cabins, saloons, and berths, 
and on the accommodation for the crew, 
and also on the equipment of the vessel. 
To come here with a brief, condensed 
statement, like that put into the hands 
of hon. Members, was not taking the 
House into the confidence of the Govern- 
ment in the whole of this transaction. 
This was a matter of ship-owning and 
ship-management, and the Government 
ought to have been able to convey their 
Royal Highnesses the Duke and Duchess 
of Cornwall on this tour on the new 
Royal yacht, instead of being compelled 
to charter another ship. It was their 
duty to tell the Committee every penny 
of expenditure on that chartered ship, 
instead of coming there with the word 
“hire,” as if it were a cab-horse or pianos 
and bands of music. He for one pro- 
tested earnestly against the Minister 
responsible coming to the Committee 
with such flimsy pretexts, and he would 
at all times raise his voice against squan- 
dering the public money in such large 
sums without the slightest explanation. 


Mr. FLYNN said that no one could 
have listened to the hon. Member for 
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Gateshead without being forcibly im- 
pressed with his striking arguments. 
They all recognised the improvement in 
the manner of the hon. Gentleman respon- 
sible for the Vote compared with that 
of some of his predecessors; but they 
would await with interest the further ex- 
planations which had been promised. 
As to the matter of principle, before 
going into details he took it that this 
increased expenditure the Committee 
were asked for was was bound up with 
the reckless expenditure on which the 
country had launched in regard both 
to the Army and Navy. We were 
formerly supposed to be in a position to 
meet a combination of any two foreign 
naval Powers, but now we were going 
to meet any combination of any three 
Powers; hence the increased Estimates 
year after year. They had been told in the 
language of metaphor that a large portion 
of this expenditure was in the nature 
of insurance money for the protection 
of the commerce and trade of the Empire; 
but if that were so, Irish Members had 
a right to protest, seeing that they had 
no commerce to protect, against being 
compelled to pay their proportion of tke 
insurance mney. What guarantee had 
the Board of Admiralty in constructing 
these big battleships at such a rapid 
rate that they would not be obsolete 
and useless five or ten years hence— 
just as our artillery had been found of 
no account against modern ~ Long ‘Toms * 
and “Pom-Poms” in South — Africa. 
These ships might, in fact, in a few years 
be broken up and sold for old scrap iron. 
That was a danger which naval con- 
structors should lay to their mind, 
considering the marvellous skill now 
being applied to modern artillery and 
projectiles, and to submarine boats 
and torpedo boats. His motto, indeed, 
would be festina lente when they re- 
membered that a naval engagement. 
which only lasted a few hours, between 
an Austrian and an Italian man-o’-war 
in the Adriatic had revolutionised the 
system of naval construction of the 
whole world. The hon. Member for 
Giateshead, who had compelled the 
Government to reconsider the whole 
question of the adoption of Belleville 
boilers, had given very alarming figures 
as to the purchases of coal, which showed 
the imprudent, the improvident, and 
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slatternly manner in which the Admir- 
alty conducted their business, and some 
further explanations were demanded from 
the hon. Gentleman in charge of the 
Estimate in regard to this matter. If 


such things had occurred fifteen or 
twenty years previously, when the 
Government was confronted with a 


vigilant and active Opposition, no Board 
of Admiralty would have held their 
position for six months. With regard 
to the royal yacht, this vessel was not 
fit to carry the person of the King, 
and yet £400,000 had been spent upon 
it. The Estimates were brought betore 
the House without any details, but these 
were questions the Admiralty were 
bound to answer, they were matters upon 
which the country would require infor- 
mation. In the good old times, in cireum- 
stances such as these, the First Lord or 
the Civil Lord of the Admiralty would 
have been impeached, and dismissed as 
being incapable of doing public service. 
The right of free search for contraband 
of war was a right which should only 
be exercised with the greatest possible 
prudence and discrimination, and only 
when there was overwhelming proof 
that vessels under neutral flags were 
carrying contraband of war; otherwise 
every country with a powerful navy 
like that of England would 
nothing less than a highway robber. All 
they would have to do would be to point 
their guns, claim the right of search, 
take all the food-stuffs they discovered, 
and then go before a court and get the 
ship condemned, and the taxpayer would 
have to pay. If such a power was 
attempted to be exercised by Germany, 
France, or the United States, the whole 
press of the country would howl with 
indignation against such high-handed 
tyranny. Yet the country had to pay 
£30,000 for this little diversion of the 
Admiralty. Another point upon which 
some information would be required 
was the item of £2.500 under Sub-head 
A.A., for the use of the South Australian 
gunboat during service in Chinese waters. 
Was that for the purpose of protecting 
the Colonial Volunteers, of which the 
House had heard so much, because they 
were so loyal? The Government would 
not give Ireland a gunboat for the pro- 
tection of her fishermen, but for this 
boat, which belonged to the colony, 


Mr, Flynn. 


become 





MONS} 


‘and which we used for the transport 
of the colonists, the country was asked 
to pay this amount. The loyalty of the 
colony was not so great, after all, and 
he could quite conceive that the Govern- 
/ment might have greater loyalty in Ire- 
land under similar conditions. With re- 
gard to the item under Sub-head XX., 
Hire, etc., of ss. “ Ophir,” in connection 
with the visit of their Royal Highnesses 
the Duke and Duchess of Cornwall and 
York to Australia, ete., “ hire ” was not a 
very elegant word. It was not the proper 
way to treat Royalty, and it gave a very 
bad impression in the country to talk 
of such a vessel in the same way as one 
would of a row-boat on the Thames. 
Another question upon which the hon. 
Gentleman might be able at some future 
time to give some information was with 
regard to the policy ci construction 
which at present was being so strongly 
advocated. Was it a wise and_pru- 
dent policy to build these ships, as to 
the strength of which they knew nothing, 
when other nations were turning their 
attention to submarine vessels? He 
thought not. 
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CommanpeR YOUNG — (Berkshire, 
Wokingham) said he was unable to follow 
the last speaker in his suggestion that the 
policy of the Admiralty in constructing 
battleships was not wise, having regard 
to the fact that other nations were 
keeping pace with us. There was no 
doubt that France was building sub- 
marine vessels, and it was possible that 
those boats might revolutionise the 
Navy ; but it was not with the submarine 
boat alone that we should have to com- 
pete. We had to compete with the range 
of guns, and the speed of ships on the 
billows. No doubt the Admiralty would 
keep their eye on these submarine 
boats, and, if they built any, all he would 
ask would be that he might not be 
ordered to serve on one. As an up- 
holder of the Government, he did not 
desire to detain the Committee. He de- 
sired to see the Votes go through. When 
the Naval Estimates came forward 
would be the proper time to discuss these 
matters. But as a naval officer he 
would like to have a satisfactory answer 
to one question, which was, whether 

|the hon. gentleman could give any in- 
formation as to when the Report of the 
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Committee now sitting on the question 
of rations and victualling of seamen 
was likely to be laid on the Table of the 
House. Every day was of importance 
in this matter. A great deal of money 
was spent, especially by the young and 
growing bluejackets, on provisions, which 
clearly showed that they required a great 
deal more food than was supplied by 
the Admiralty. He hoped the Report 
would be laid on the Table shortly, and 
that the result would be satisfactory. With 
regard to the item of pilotage under 
Sub-head C, he hoped the hon. Gentle- 
man would be able to inform the House 
that there was no falling off in the pilotage 
qualities of the naval officer. Pilotage 
was a responsible duty, requiring care 
and nerve, which would have to be 
performed by the naval officer in time 
of war, and the Admiralty should give 
as much encouragement as_ possible 
to naval officers to perfect themselves in 
this duty. 


Mr. KEARLEY said he did not think 
the Government ought to take a Vote 
of this character unless they were pre- 
pared to give the Committee the fullest 
opportunity of discussing it in every way 
and were prepared to answer every 
question which was put. Whatever 
might be said about the difficulty in 
contracting for coal, was the Committee 
to understand that the Admiralty had 
not sufficient foresight to make forward 
contracts for clothing and _ provisions 
for their sailors? It appeared to him 
that if these departments were properly 
managed the Admiralty ought not to 
have to come to the Committee and say 
that owing to the rise in the price of 
provisions and cloth they had had 
to pay £14,000 more of the taxpayers’ 
money. If any private business was con- 
ducted in that way it would spell bank- 
ruptey in a very short time. The fact 
of the matter was that neither the 
Navy nor the Army was run on a 
commercial basis. The gentlemen who 
managed these Departments were no 
doubt excellent men, but they had no 
commercial knowledge, and no one who 
had commercial knowledge to assist them. 


If they had had commercial training | 


they would have saved their salaries 
over and over again. 
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year that the food was inadequate, 
the meal-times out of joint, and the ean- 
teen arrangements unsatfsfactory. A 
Committee had been sitting on this 
question for some time, and possibly 
the Committee might be told now 
whether any decision ‘had been arrived 
at, and if so, what. No doubt the 
most important of the items on the 
Estimate was that dealing with con- 
struction, but there was an idea abroad 
that although the Admiralty made 
a great display of shipbuilding it was 
only on paper. What the country 
wanted to know when they provided 
the money was that there would be 
in due course ships in commission and 
not upon paper. One serious cause of 
delay arose no doubt out of the contract 


work. There were four ships built 
in Government yards which would 
instance this. The ‘‘ Ocean,” the first 


ship laid down, was launched seventeen 
months after..it- was laid down, and it 
was not commissioned until some three 
years after. The ‘“Implacable’’ was 
launched thirteen months after being 
laid down, and almost three years had 
elapsed since that time, and yet she was 
not commissioned. She had had some 
difficulties, and she had not yet passed 
her steam trials; that was the fault 
not of the Government, but of the con- 
tractor, but the Committee ought to 
be informed what steps had been taken 
or were contemplated by the Govern- 
ment for the purpose of dealing with 
the contractors who were responsible. 
The ‘ Bulwark” was launched seven 
months after being laid down, the 


‘quickest launch on record, and she was 


not yet in commission; whilst in the 
case of the ‘‘ Montague,” which was 
launched sixteen months after being laid 
down, it was impossible to say when 
she would be commissioned. He drew 
attention to the different times at 
which the ships were launched to show 
that there was no plan in the building 
of these ships. It had been stated over 
and over again by experts that it was 
quite possible to commission a ship 


'within twenty months of her being laid 


Everybody was | 
aware from the debate in the pee to give out their contracts for 


down, but in any case two years should 
be ample time. That time should also 
be ample to obtain the machinery, but 
one mistake the Government made was 
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machinery until months after the ship 
was laid down. Our difficulty was 
that the Admiralty rarely laid down more 
than two ships of a type, so that the 
contractors had no opportunity of dupli- 
cating the machinery. He thought 
he had heard the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Forest of Dean urge 
the advantage of having half-a-dozen 
ships projected at a time. Whether he 
suggested it or not, the hon. Member 
thought it was a practical suggestion. 
The public were anxious to have these 
ships delivered in a reasonable time. 
Some ships which were being built by 
contract had been in course of construe- 
tion three or four years, but as they 
were voted upon every year the public 
outside fancied that we were adding 
to our battleships every year. He was 
glad to see, therefore, from these Sup- 
plementary Estimates that there was 
some evidence that the Admiralty were 
alive to their responsibilities. He hoped 
the Admiralty would tell them something 
that night as to their intention of ex- 
pediting both in the Government yards 
and the contractors’ yards the com- 
pletion of the various ships already 
voted. 
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Sin FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley) said he could not agree 
with the hon. Member for Devonport in 
his somewhat ungenerous attack upon 
the hon. Gentleman who introduced 
the Estimates. 


= Mr. KEARLEY interrupted the hon. 
Member, and was understood to deny 
that he had made an attack. 


Sirk FORTESCUE FLANNERY said 
it appeared to him to be a somewhat 
ungenerous attack. He ventured to 
say that the statement which the hon. 


Gentleman made to the Committee 
would commend itself generally to 
them. It would not be in order to discuss 


the whole sphere of naval policy on 
these Estimates, but he thought he 
might remark that the greater part of 
the million and a quarter which was 
asked for had been spent on coal. The 
note of explanation suggested that the 
expenditure was for the purpose of 
replenishing the stock of coal at certain 
places, and, if rumour were correct, that 
Mr. Kearley. 
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_of replenishment. 
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replenishment had not taken place a 
moment too soon. They had _ heard 
rumours of one of the ships of the 
Mediterranean Squadron towing another 
ship in consequence of the deficient 
quantity of coal and the difficulties 
He did not know if 
these rumours were correct, but if they 
were, the state of affairs showed a want 
of foresight on the part of the Admiralty 
as regards the provision of coal. They 
were now apparently performing the 
duty of replenishing the stocks wherever 


necessary. The Vote for coal expendi- 


) 


ture appeared to be £607,000, and if 
the Admiralty would make the stocks 
sufficient throughout the Mediterranean 
and elsewhere, they would make one of 
the best possible preparations for naval 
operations. The 600 men referred to 
in the Votes were only nominally added 
to the Navy. They were only nomi- 
nally transferred from the Colonial 
Navy to the Imperial Navy, and he 
was glad that reference had been made 
that night to the patriotic services of 
the Australians, because the country 
had been going into patriotic fervour 
over the services which the colonials 
had rendered on land. Notwithstand- 
ing the somewhat unkind remarks 
which had fallen from the hon. Member 
opposite with regard to the subsidy, he 
ventured to say that the country at 
large would welcome the services which 
the colonies had given and were still 
giving to the naval as well as the military 
forces of the country. The most salient 
point was the fact that the Committee 
were asked to vote £207,000 more tor 
contract expenditure. If there was one 
duty which the Admiralty had _ been 
neglecting more than another in the 
past, it was the duty of pushing on with 
naval construction. They had had ex- 
planations from the late First Lord 
of the Admiralty, whose loss to that 
House and the Admiralty they all 
deplored, of the causes of the arrears 
in naval construction. Year atter year 
the House voted money, and year atter 
year it had been spent without any 
reasonable excuse whatever. Now they 
found the Admiralty waking up to 


_asense of their duty, for they had actually 


expended more than had been voted. 
He said, as one who took the deepest 
interest in these matters, let them go on 
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with Supplementary Estimates for ex- 
penditure on new construction beyond 
that which had been voted by the 
House. They had not made sufficient 
naval preparations. The country under- 
stood that upon the Navy alone the 
security of the country from invasion 
depended. Without anticipating what 
might be in the Naval Estimates shortly 
to be introduced, he ventured to say 
that the House and the country were 
amply prepared for a considerable 
increase in the naval expenditure. 
(A NATIONALIST MEMBER: No, no.] 
He referred to those who had the good 
of the country at heart, and not those 
who desired to see His Majesty’s ships 
at the bottom of the sea. He well re- 
membered the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for Forest of Dean made a 
speech in the House eleven or twelve 
years ago in which he called attention 
to the fact, which was then imperfectly 
recognised, that we were a hated nation. 
Qn that occasion the noble Lord the 
Member for Kaling moved that the 
naval preparations were insufficient. 
His right hon. friend suggested that the 
standard should be set up that the Navy 
of Great Britain should be equal to 
the navies of any two Powers that could 
be brought against it. If that was con- 
sidered a sufficient standard then, was 
ita sufficient standard now? He asked 
those who had knowledge of the naval pre- 
parations in Europe, and a knowledge 
of the hatred with which we were 
regarded by many European nations, 
whether that was so or not ? [Nationalist 
cheers.| Hon. Members opposite cheered 
because they recognised that his state- 
ment was true. If it was true, was it 
not wise that they should make pre- 
paration for any attacks that might 
possibly result from that feeling ? Since 
that time what had happened? In 
Germany enormous naval _ prepara- 
tions had been made, and millions of 
money had been voted. Germany, 
which was not then a naval Power at all, 
had since become and still intended 
to become a naval Power of the first 
rank. The United States of America 
had established already, and were ex- 
tending, a navy. Japan at that time 
had only the beginning of a navy. 
To-day she had one of the most powerful 
in the world. He asked whether in 
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‘these circumstances it was not of the 


utmost importance that the standard 
of comparison as regards the Navy 
should be raised. He ventured to say 
that naval opinion and the opinion 
of all those who had thought on this 
subject had led them to the conclusion 
that the standard ought to be in com- 
parison with any three Powers that 


might be brought against it. [An 
Hon. Member: Six Powers!] No, he 


was content with three. All he wanted 
was fair preparation. He hoped this 
discussion would at least have the 
effect of encouraging the Admiralty 
in the belief that the people of the 
country and the House in particular 
were prepared to endorse every reason- 
able proposal the Admiralty might 
bring forward for the naval detence, 
and therefore the safety, of the country. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE said he did 
not imagine they would be in order in 
following the last speaker in the dis- 
cussion of the naval standard proper tor 
this country. That was a matter which, 
of course, must be discussed on the first 
Vote of the Navy Estimates. On the 
present occasion they had to confine 
themselves to the Supplementary Esti- 
mate now before the Committee. The 
last speaker, and also his hon. friend the 
Member for Devonport, both dealt in 
much the same way with the retardation 
of the naval programme, and although 
his hon. friend opposite criticised the 
words with which the hon. Member 
for Devonport opened his speech, he 
nevertheless used even stronger language 
with regard to the total inadequacy of 
the statements which were made last year 
to explain the retardation of the pro- 
gramme. His hon. friend the Member 
for Devonport had given credit to the 
Government for showing some signs in 
this Supplementary Estimate of a desire 
to overcome the retardation which had 
recently taken place. They had_ no 
them to show how the 
money was to be expended. The hon. 
and gallant Member the Civil Lord, in 
making his statement that night—and 
he made it with conspicuous ability— 
told them what the expenditure in the 
dockyards was, but the contracts item, 
except for coal, had not been explained 
to the House. He ventured to throw an 
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interrogation across the House, and he|of the ships he had spoken of had been 
had since had a private reply that it was | greater than was anticipated. 

for armour on the contract ships. He 
asked what contract ships were to be| *Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar. 
pushed forward in this way, because the | mouth) associated himself entirely with 
delays had been extraordinary, even as | what had been said by the hon. Member 
compared with those they were led to | for Devonport and the right hon. Baronet 
anticipate in the debates last year. The|the Member for Forest of Dean. He 
Civil Lord took credit to the Admiralty, | trusted that the Admiralty would realise 
and congratulated the country on the| that there was a strong feeling through- 
fact that four launches were to take | out the country that we could not com- 
place at once. In addition to the one plete ships within the time specified for 
battleship which the hon. Member for; their completion or a reasonable time 
Devonport described, there were ajat all. The Admiralty should be able 
number of private contract ships which | to fulfil its requirements with regard 
had been delayed to an extraordinary |to certain ships within the necessary 
extent. His hon. friend opposite would | time in relation to the production of 
admit that the reasons given last year by | foreign nations. Unless the Govern. 
Mr. Goschen for that delay were altc-| ment were prepared, when the Navy 
gether inapplicable in the circumstances. | Estimates were introduced, to take the 
The * Albion” was in the programme | House and the country into their con- 
of 1896, she was launched in 1898, but | fidence, explain the causes of delays in 
was not yet in commission, while! the completion of ships, and satisfy the 
there were three Japanese battleships) House that they had taken measures to 
larger than the ‘ Albion,” which were | remove those causes, they would fail in 
begun after that ship, which were first | their duty. No party ties would induce 
announced by the Japanese Govern-| any supporter of the Government to 
ment long after the programme in which | yote for them if the Admiralty showed 
the “ Albion” was announced, all built | they were not alive to the consequences 
in England, and all of which were in| of delays, and took no steps to remedy 
commission at the present time. These | them. His hon. friend the Member for 
Japanese ships received their armour }the Shipley Division had_ stated that 
and guns trom English sources. Two | the British Navy should be equal to any 
of them were in commission in the Far | three others that might be brought 
East, and the other was about to proceed | against it. He had always protested 
thither. These were tangible facts. They | against these rule of thumb standards. 
could not be disputed. He mentioned | The real test of naval strength was nota 
also the * Formidable *” and the “ Irre-| matter merely of counting ships. It 
sistible,”” both of which were in the 1897 | was necessary to take many other things 
programme, and launched in 1898, | into consideration. 

and neither of which was yet in commis- 

sion. The“ Implacable” and the ‘‘Ven-| *Mr. PRE®YMAN: I am_ conscious 
geance ” were in the 1897 programme, | that the short time I have served the 
and launched in 1899, but not yet ready. | country at the Admiralty does not 
The “ London” had been more delayed | enable me to deal as the House would 
than all the others. He asked specifically | wish with the grave questions that have 
with regard to these ships what was the | been raised. Although it is only right 
cause of the delay compared with the} and proper that the questions which 
more rapid completion of ships for | have been raised should be discussed, | 
foreign Governments in the shipbuilding | think hon. Members will realise that 
yards of this country? Mr. Goschen | within a very few days a statement will 
impressed upon the House the necessity | be made on the main Estimates by the 
+ | Financial Secretary. I think the Com- 
mittee will share the view that it would 











for four new armoured cruisers as part 


of the 1897 programme. When would nae ae 
10 hiya gio * . | be more fitting for me to answer briefly, 
these cruisers — “Cressy,” ‘“ Hogue,” | 


yee tee _as far as I can, the questions which have 

“ Aboukir,” “Sutlej"’—be ready for | been put to me, and to leave the generl 

service? The delay in the completion | question of the efficiency of the Navy to 
Sir Charles Dilke. 
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be dealt with, as it will be more properly, 
on the main Naval Estimates. Let me 
sy a word or two with regard to the 
delay in construction. I think I may 
daim that the fact of there being a 
supplementary estimate for about 
£300,000 for money spent more than 
was anticipated a year ago is a 
proof that we have made some advance. 
It should never be lost sight of that in 
regard to this question of construction 
our main difficulties began with the 


never really reached the point of rapidity 
at which we then stood. Another point 


hip can be constructed the governing 
factor is the machinery. The time of 
lunching is, after all, only an incident, 
and it is not a fair statement to say that 
beeause one ship is launched in eight 
months, another in seven, and another 
in seventeen months, and yet are all | 
commissioned about the same time, it | 
shows a varying practice and a varying | 
amount of supervision on the part of 
the Admiralty. The time of launching | 
is not an indication of the state of pro- 
gress in the construction of a_ ship. | 
When a ship is launched largely depends | 
upon whether the slip is immediately | 
required for laying down another ship. | 
The Admiralty fully recognise the justice | 
of the criticisms which have been deli- 
vered with regard to the delays in ship- 
uilding, and there is as keen a desire 
and as firm an intention on their part 
as have been expressed by hon. Members | 
here to do everything in their power | 
to accelerate the progress of construction | 
and to turn out the ships within the 
least possible time. The measures which 
will be taken to that end will more pro- 
perly be put before the Committee by 
the Financial Secretary, and unless any | 
further specifie questions are put to me 
I would leave the general question there. | 
Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): You | 
have not explained why Japanese boats 
can be built so much more rapidly than 
our own. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: Well, I think it | 
is perhaps hardly fair to take one or two 
particular ships. The Japanese have 
not ordered so many ships in England | 
a we have. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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great engineering strike, and we have. 


is that in regard to the time in which a | 


/are not in it. 
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| number under construction, and perhaps 


it is not difficult to take out our slowest 
and show that the Japanese have been 
turned out more rapidly. We have 
many contractors at work, and it is im- 
possible that all the contracts can be 
executed within the time. We have no 
doubt been unfortunate in the delay of 
some of our contracts. I do not wish 
to be taken as complaining of the criti- 
cisms of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Forest of Dean. The 
Japanese ships were turned out quickly, 
but we have had ships turned out quickly 
also. The particular ships mentioned 
by the right hon. Gentleman certainly 
were rather backward. With regard 
to the question of repairs, I was asked 
whether I could name the actual ships 
on which the extra expenditure had 
been incurred and the amounts. I can 
do so. It is a long list, but the ships 
mentioned by the hon. Member for 
Gateshead, namely, the ‘‘ Burmese,” 
the “Europa,” and the “ Powerful,” 
The total extra amount 
incurred was £34,000, in amounts vary- 
ing from £1,000 to £3,000 per ship. In 
regard to the individual ships upon 
which the extra contract sum was spent, 
I regret I can make no further state- 
ment at present other than that it was 
almost all for armour, which was de- 


'livered for various contract ships under 
_ construction in different parts. The Admi- 
'ralty officials are at the present moment 
/unable to specify upon which particular 


ships the amounts were incurred, but 
it is sufficient, I think, that the general 
programme of shipbuilding has been 


advanced. The point second in® im- 


/portance raised to-night has been, | 
‘think, the question of coal contracts and 


the increase in price. The hon. Member 
for Gateshead has vigorously attacked 


‘the Admiralty on that matter, and he 


told us that commercial firms were in the 
habit of making the contracts before- 


hand. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: In October. 
*Mr. PRETYMAN : But we have heard 


complaints from all the great railway 
companies, and engineering and _ iron- 
work firms, that the high price of coal 


has reduced their dividends and made it 


We have a very large! almost impossible for them to carry on 
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any firm which does so cover itself. 
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their businesses. I have not heard of a 
single great firm throughout the country 
whose business involves any large ex- 
penditure on coal which has not had to 
incur increased expenditure and pay 
reduced dividends in consequence of the 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN : 


owning firm does. 


Every ship- 


increased price of coal. The Admiralty *Mr. PRETYMAN : It covers its or. 
wish to be placed on the same footing dinary foreseen requirements. 

as a business firm. As business firms Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: No. 

have had to go to their shareholders and 

complain that their expenses have in- *Mr. PRETYMAN: A firm that ‘ 


I do not know of 












































creased and their dividends diminished, 
so the Admiralty 
money than they expected to do. 
only difference between the 


tion received, was able to inform 


would be able to make 
those fifteen months. 
ralty have to come to Parliament for a 
vote, and a great deal would be said by 
hon. Members if the Admiralty were to 
enter into huge contracts for coal three 
months before the money was voted by 
Parliament. Then we are told that 
instead of buying coal at 13s., when we 
might have done, we preferred to buy 
at 29s. In that matter we are in exactly 
the same position as a business firm. 
We provide for our foreseen require- 
ments at what appears to us to be the 
best price. But when unforeseen de- 
mands arise we have to make the best 
arrangements we can. I must apologise 
for not having stated this in my original 
statement. The whole of this increase 
in regard to coal is not on account of the 
rise in price. Practically one half is due 
to that factor, but the other halt is due 
to the increased quantity that had to be 
bought in consequence of the trouble in 
That is the point upon which I 
am at issue with the hon. Member for 
Gateshead. He says we might have 
bought last October twelvemonth all the 
coal we required to see us through the 
China trouble, which did not break out 
until eleven months later. 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: You could 
have covered yourself for twelve months, 
the same as any business firm ‘does. 


Mr. Pretyman., 


China. 


have to come to the 
Committee and say they have spent more 
The 
Admiralty 
and a business firm is that the latter is 
at liberty to make contracts when it likes. 
If a director of a company, from informa- 
his 
colleagues that coal would shortly go up 
in price and remain at that increased 
price for fifteen months, that company 
contracts, if 
anybody would enter into them, to cover 
But the Admi- 


carried on on business lines has ordinary 
annual requirements, and it makes its 
contracts on the lines of the quantities 
required i in the ordinary way of business 
for the year. But if an entirely unfore- 
seen occurrence takes place halfway 
through the year, and there is a large 
demand for coal, that firm will have to 
buy at the then price. That is exactly 
the position in which the Admiralty 
found themselves when the China trouble 
broke out. They were brought face to 
face with the question, Are we to buy coal 
which is necessary for the service of the 
country, not only for the supply of the 
Navy during this crisis, but also, as is 
essential when such a trouble occurs, to 
increase the stocks at our foreign stations, 
which it might be difficult to do after war 
had broken out ? Could we hesitate for 
one moment in answering such a ques- 
tion, even if the price of coal was as high 
as 29s.a ton? In regard to the victual- 
ling, a question was asked incidentally 
as to when the Report of the Committee 
might be expected. In answer to that 
I would say that the Committee are now 
considering their Report, but as it has not 
yet been presented it is impossible for me 
to say when it will be laid before the 
House. The hon. Member for Woking- 
ham asked a question as to piloting. 
There is no question whatever of there 
being any less efficiency on the part of 
naval officers so far as their qualifications 
for piloting are concerned. This sum 
is almost entirely due to extra canal dues 
on vessels going through the Suez Canal 
on their way to China. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Gateshead asked what was the 
sum per month we are paying for the 
ss. “ Ophir,” and great fault was found 
because the word “hire” instead of 
“ charter’ was used. It is a charter, 
of course. The “ Ophir” is a vessel of 
6,910 tons. She is perhaps one of the 


/most suitable vessels existing at present 
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for the services for which she has been | 
chartered. The sum we are paying is 
£1 per ton per month. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: Then you 
are paying £6,910 per month ? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: We are paying 
£1 per ton per month, and the tonnage 
is 6.910. She will be manned with a 
erew from the Royal Navy and Royal 
Marines, with the exception of the engine- 
room staff, stewards, and cooks, who are 
being provided by the owners. The 
fitting of the ship has been carried out 
by the owners. I think I have now 
answered all questions of general impor- 
tance which have been put to me, and I 
must ask the indulgence of the Committee 
ior any deficiences on my part. Nothing 
will more encourage the Admiralty in 
their endeavour to carry on this work 
to the satisfaction of the House and the 
country than to that the House 
takes a real interest in the matter. | 
do not think the benches have always 
been very well filled during the discussions 
on the Navy Estimates, but the Admi- 
ralty certainly have no wish to slur the 
matters through without discussion. 
It is through what transpires here that 
we shall feel we have the support of the 
House, and through the House the 
support of the country, in using every 
endeavour to accelerate the progress of 
construction and to make the Navy, not 
on paper, but in actual fact, one of which 
the country may be proud, and which 
will be able to discharge its duties in the 
manner in which they have always been 
discharged up to the present. 


see 


Sr JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street): 1 congratulate the 
hon. Gentleman the Civil Lord on 
his appearance in this debate, and 
lam sure the great ability he has 
exhibited augurs well for the success- 
ful management of Admiralty affairs 
in this House. But I confess I am 
not quite satisfied with one or two 
of his replies. With regard to the 
delay in building our battleships, I was 
much surprised when he said that it was 
quite a usual thing, after a ship was 
launched, for her to have to wait at least 
six months for her machinery. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN : I did not state that. 
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Sm JAMES JOICEY: Perhaps the 
hon. Gentleman will explain, but that 
was my impression. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: I think the hon. 


Member for Devonport said that. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY: If that be the 
case [ am at a loss to understand why 
Japanese vessels—some of which were 
built on the Tyne—have been delivered 
so much more quickly than those in- 
tended for His Majesty’s Government. 
When a vessel is arranged to be built 
it is provided that the machinery has 
to be put on board as soon as she is 
ready for it after launching, and I do not 
understand why there should be this 
delay in connection with His Majesty's 
ships. I believe that contracts could 
easily be made with any of the largest 
shipbuilding firms to deliver any class 
of vessel the Government might require 
within two years. These delays area great 
disappointment, but I have been told by 
contractors that the great difficulty they 
have to contend with is, that the Admi- 
ralty inspectors go down to the yards, 
presumably to inspect the building— 
which is a very proper thing to do—but 
the contractors say that after they have 
received the designs and plans little or 
big alterations are continually being 
made, and these alterations are the means 
of seriously delaying the work and con- 
siderably adding to the cost. The result 
is, that many of the best shipbuilding 
firms refuse to contract with the Admi- 
ralty, because, as they say, they do nct 
know what the contract means. When 
they take a contract from a private firm 
they know exactly what they have to do, 
but in dealing with His Majesty's Govern- 
ment they never know what the in- 
spectors will expect them to do, and often 
after the work has been done in a manner 
satisfactory to any reasonable person, 
they have to pull it to pieces and do it 
over again. I hope His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will take more care in making 
their contracts and fixing their data, 
because, as a practical man who has had 
some experience of these matters, I feel 
that these delays are unnecessary and 
could be avoided. The hon. Member 
said that the fact that they were spending 
more money proved that they were 
pressing things forward more rapidly, 
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and almost in the same breath he stated 
that the reason of the delay in deliver- 
ing the vessels was the engineering 
strike. Everybody who has had any- 
thing to do with shipbuilding during the 
engineering strike knows that instead of 
increasing the cost it considerably de- 
creased the expenditure in a particular 
year, because if the ships were not de- 
livered a very much smaller sum had to 
be paid, so that the one argument is 
practically destructive of the other. 
Another question with which the hon. 
Gentleman did not deal satisfactorily 
was with regard to the “ Ophir.” | 
understand that something like £400,000 
was fixed as the expenditure upon the 
Royal yacht in the last Estimates. 
There must have been at least £100,000 
or £150,000 expended in connection 
with that vessel, and why does it not 
appear in this Estimate? 1 presume we 
shall see it when the general Estimates 
are presented ; therefore | shall not press 
that question now. I was glad to hear 
the reply to the hon. Member for Woking- 
ham. I was not startled that there 
should be a considerable sum for pilotage. 
There are cases when it is better to have 
a skilled pilot, one who knows the parti- 
cular port or the coast-line of the parti- 
cular district to which a large battleship 
has to go,rather than take the risk of 
running such a vessel, costing £1,000,000 
or £1,500,000, ashore. It is a common 
practice with ordinary shipowners, when 
a ship goes to a port with which the 
captain is not very familiar, to employ 
skilled pilots, and I think the Govern- 
ment should do the same. When the 
sea is so rough that the skilled pilot is 
unable to get out to the ship, the owner, 
of course, has to rely upon the captain’s 
own guidance in the matter. The 
(overnment would be well advised to give 
expert assistance to some commanders 
of our naval vessels if they thought it 
advisable to have it, but, naturally, in 
time of war they would have to rely upon 
themselves. 
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*Sirn JOHN COLOMB asked, in re- 
ference to his hon. friend’s statement 
that all the ship’s complement for the 
“Ophir.” with the exception of the 
engineering staff, was to be furnished 
by the Royal Navy, and that the en 
cineers would be turnished by the owners, 


Sir James Joicey. 
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whether the charge for the engineers 
was included in the Vote. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN : No, Sir. 


Stir JOHN COLOMB said that then 
there would have to be another Vote. He 
also wished to know whether all the men 
would be Navy Reserve men, and also 
how discipline was to be maintained, 
as part of the crew would belong to the 














Royal Navy and part be under the 
Merchant Shipping Act. 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON (Devonport) 
said he recognised that there was not now 
time to deal with several questions re- 
lating to the men in the naval dockyards, 
in which he was interested, and therefore 
he would postpone them until another 
oceasion. After the courteous and able 
way in which the Civil Lord of the 
Admiralty had treated the Vote he did not 
wish to add to his difficulties. There 
was one question, however, which he 
should like to put to the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman. As late as last August 
Mr. Goschen appointed a Committee to 
inquire into the question of water-tube 
boilers. That was an extremely intricate 
question from the point of view of per- 
sons who were not experts. A rumour 
had found its way into the press that 
the Committee was about to make 
an interim Report shortly. He wished 
to know whether that was a fact, and also 
whether the Report would deal with the 
question as to the distinction between the 
Belleville boilers and other forms of water- 
tube boilers They all understood the 
difference between water-tube and fire- 
tube boilers, both as regarded advantages 
and disadvantages, but he for one did 
not understand the difference between 
one form of water-tube boiler and an- 
other. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I do not see how 
the hon. Member can connect a Report 
of a Committee on the Belleville boiler 
with the Vote now before the Com- 
mittee. 


Me. E. J. C. MORTON: Would it not 
come under the Contracts Vote ? 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
would be entitled to object to certain 
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hoilers in ships, but | cannot see how he | year was £27,522,600, an increase of 
ean connect an interim Report of a Com- | £928,100 over the Estimate for 1899- 
mittee now sitting with the present Vote. 1900, They were now called upon to 
make a further increase of over two 
Mr. KE. J.C. MORTON : Tsuppose Lam = and a half millions, or. in other words, 
entitled to ask whether there is to be the eost of the Navy for the present 
an interim Report, as the answer would year, without any additional expense 
affect the way in which I should vote ? attributable to the war or to warlike 
rae ore ee preparations, was three and a half millions 
*Captaly PRETYMAN : If the question | over the cost of the previous year. 
does not arise on this Vote it would be That was only the beginning of the story. 
more convenient to put down a question. The Committee had listened to the speech 
of the hon. and gallant Gentleman oppo- 
Mr. DILLON said he had listened to site, who gave expression to the sentiments 
the debate for a long time, and every held by the patriotic gentlemen who con- 
hon. Member who had spoken had_ stituted the Navy League, and who were 
spoken in’ encouragement of the Ad- continually clamouringfor increasedarma- 
miralty in their wild career of extrava- ments. He declared that what was wanted 
vance. That was a most lamentable was a large and continuous increase 
condition of things, and it appeared to in the cost of the Navy, and therefore the 
him that it was time that the voice of Committee had the pleasant prospect of 
economy should be heard, and that, having to consider a still further increase 
after the eloquence to which the Com- next vear. He asked himself where that 
mittee had been treated by experts policy was going to stop. Some years 
anxious to see more millions expended, ago an hon. Member announced the pro- 
someone should speak on behalf of the position that the British Navy should be 
taxpayer, who would have to find the kept always equal to the navies of the 
money. He proposed to move the re-| next two greatest Powers in the world. 
duction of the Vote by £1.000,000, They , The effect of that was, as he and other 
were now called upon to give a supple-, hon. Members ventured to prophesy 
mentary sum of £1,.250,000 towards at the time, that the navies of the 
the Naval Estimates for the current) two great Powers specified were enor- 
year. That was not only a Supple-) mously increased, and the argument used 
mentary Estimate, but it was a Supple- in Russia and France in support of the 
mentary Estimate in addition to what increases was the very statement made 
had been deseribed as an additional Esti- | in the House of Commons that the British 
mate. Of course they knew to their cost intended to be masters of the sea. To- 
that during atime of war they were called night an hon. Gentlemen announced that 
pon to vote Supplementary Estimates the standard, as he called it, for the future 
for the Army or the Navy, as the case should be that the British Navy should 
might be, but the war in South Africa be kept up to a point of equality with the 
had no effect on the Navy, and the Navy navies of any three other Powers. He 
had not been called upon for any un- ventured to describe that as a career of 
usual exertions. Therefore they might madness. When Mr. Gladstone retired 
treat the Navy as being ona peace footing. from public life they were led to believe, 
But, besides the sum now ask d for, they | and he for his part did believe it, that one 
were called upon in July last to vote of the motives which induced him to 
what was described as an additional Esti- | retire at that particular moment was 
mate of £1.269,000. Therefore the whole | that his own friends insisted upon a sub 
additional Supplementary Estimate asked | stantial increase of the Navy, and Mr. 
for the Navy during the eurrent year Gladstone, with his immense experience, 
was over £2.500.000. Tf hon. Members dating from the early years of the cen- 
would look at the history of the British tury and from the days of Sir Robert 
Navy they would find nothing to equal Peel, was convinced that if he consented 
such a condition of things as that. The | to that increase, it would be impossible 
First Lord of the Admiralty, in making | to tell where such a policy would end. 
his Naval statement for 1900-1, an-, What had happened? When the Naval 
nounced that the total Estimate for that! Estimates were introduced in 1895 the 
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then Civil Lord of the Admiralty said that 
ten’years previously the total Naval Esti- 
mates were just over twelve millions, and 


Supply— Navy 


that they were then asking for eighteen | 
It was that in- | 
to the retire- | 


millions for that year. 
crease which contributed 
ment of Mr. Gladstone from public life. 
They had now reached a figure of over 
thirty millions, or an increase of twelve 
millions within the last five years. Those 
were figures which ought to make the 
Committee pause and reflect on the course 
they were asked to pursue. As Mr. Glad- 
stone prophesied in 1895 would be the 
case, the increase then voted was a geo- 
metrical increase, and increased more 
rapidly in every succeeding year. During 
the debates on the Navy Estimates in the 
last few vears there had never been a hint 
or a sign that they were reaching the 
limit. 
Some hon. Members appeared to 
be under the delusion that England 
had such boundless resources that she 
could arrogantly take up the position of 
standing against the world in arms. and 
that she could hold the seas against the 
world. Such language was the language | 
of madness, and would inevitably lead to | 
the national ruin. If hon. Members con- | 
tinued totalk such preposterous language, | 
and if they could get their views carried | 
into effect, it could lead to nothing but | 
national ruin. ‘They could not hold the | 
seas against the world in arms. and what 
had happened during the last few years | 
had shown that such boasts were weak | 
and foolish. They had encouraged the 
United States in a mad career of building | 
a fleet and engaging in what wes called | 
un Imperial policy. He believed that 
the people and the statesmen of England | 
would bitterly rue the day in which they | 
excited and encouraged the United | 
States. If the United States were to | 





{COMMONS} 





(Supplementary) Estimates, 499 
| prophesied that the day was not far dis- 
tant when the British taxpayer would 
| be crushed under a burden which he 
was no longer able to bear. He and 
other hon. Members had in recent years 
fought doggedly against increases in the 
Navy and in the Army, though he con- 
fessed he never thought expenditure 
would increase at sucha rate as would 
satisiy hon. Gentlemen on the opposite 
side. who were continually clamouring 
for money, and whose appetite grew on 
what it ted on. The more money that 
was voted the more they wanted. A 
gentleman, describing himself as Chair- 
man of the Navy League. made a pro- 
pheey in The Times newspaper in De 
cember last which had been borne out in 
a most remarkable manner. He de- 
nounced Mr. Goschen, and stated he had 


i been for a long time incapable of master- 


ing the difficulties which contronted him 
at the Admiralty. He pointed ont how 
the universal antipathy of the German 
people had found expression in_ the 


| doubling of their fleet. and he said that 
‘the conclusion was irresistible that the 


management of marine affairs during 
the five years of the late Government 
had been incompetent, with the result 
that England had lost command of the 
seas. It was the opinion of the Chairman 
of the Navy League that. after twelve 
millions had been added to the expense 
of the British Navy, the result was that 
England had lost command of the seas. 
That was nice encouragement for the 
taxpayer. The Times newspaper, com- 
menting on that conclusion, spoke of the 
Navy League as possessing an energetic 
policy. but it seemed to him as if it were 
suffering from the malady known as 
* political hysterics.” Unless the Ad- 
miralty took the man who shouted the 
loudest, and made him their head, they 





take up that wild idea of navalarmament | would not satisfy the Navy League. 
it would put England to the pin of her | Instead of applying themselves to remedy 
collar to hold her own. Then there were | the evils and defects which experts were 
the Japanese fleet and the German fleet, continually pointing out, the Admiralty 
which formerly amounted to almost | seemed to have set themselves the im- 
nothing, but which. largely owing to the | possible task of satisfying the ery of the 
boasts and insults of England, had been | Navy League for more money without 
doubled and quadrupled during the last | any regard as to how it should be spent. 
few years. It was absurd for England They could not satisfy the Navy League. 
to attempt to maintain that withi-wide| aaa they were now pursuing a career 
supremacy of the seas which she main-| which. if continued much further. must 
tained for many vears. It England | end in absolute bankruptey or a revolt 
There was 


sought to be mistress of the seas, then he | on the"part of the taxpayers. 
Mr, Dillon, . 
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no assurance that the money was to be 
spent in such a way as that value would 
be had for it. No hon. Gentleman had 
spoken in stronger terms on the subject 
than the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
himself. He delivered a speech about a 
year ago in Bristol, in which he defended 
the Government from the attacks of the 
Navy League. He said that the year 
before his Government came into oftice 
the expenditure of the Navy was fifteen 
millions, and that they had raised that 
expenditure in five years to twenty-five 
millions. The Chaneellor of the Ex- 
chequer regarded twenty-five millions 
as a great achievement, but now they 
were asked to vote thirty millions, and 
with every prospect of a still higher figure 
being demanded. He. therefore, would 
take that opportunity of protesting 
against the increased expenditure now 
proposed. 

There item in the Sup- 
plementary Estimate—namely, £30,000, 
for the seizure and detention of vessels 
on the South African coast—to which 
he wished to refer. The Civil Lord 
of the Admiralty did) not give an 
explanation of that. and he thought it 
very hard that the taxpayers should be 
called upon to pay £30,000 for proceed- 
ings which were a flagrant breach of the 
usages of war. [Le should like to know 
what reprimand had been addressed to 
the officers for the seizure of vessels en- 
caged in carrying food to Lorenzo 
Marques. Tle begged to move the re- 
duction of the Vote by one million. 


Was one 


Motion made, and (Question proposed, 
* That an additional sum, not exceeding 
£250,000, be granted for the said Ser- 
vices. -—(.Vr. Dillon.) 

Mero CREAN (Cork. SJE.) said he 
desired to support the reduction. — It 
was not necessary for him to add any- 
thing to what had been stated by his hon. 
friend, but he wished particularly to bring 
before the Committee the treatment 
meted out to Ireland in connection with 
naval expenditure. He had the honour 
of representing a Division in which a 
shipbuilding yard was located, which, 
however, for many years had been boy- 
cotted. The men had either to walk the 


streets idle, or cross over to England to 
The Civil Lord of 


seek employment. 
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the Admiralty stated that the cause of 
the delay in executing shipbuilding work 
was that the shipyards were not able to 
cope with it. There were many shipyards 
which had not had a pound’s worth of 
work from the Admiralty, and they 
would get it were it not that the Admi- 
ralty had pet yards. Why should the 
work be confined to the pet yards of the 
Admiralty ? Even if other yards got 
work, the inspectors were on the pounce, 
and watched carefully every man work- 
ing on a boiler or fitting a plate on the 
He would not complain if that 
were also carried out in other 
dockyards, but it was not. In the yards 
to which he was referring the work 
contracted for had not only to be com 
pleted, but every whim of every official 
had also to be carried out. That was the 
reason Why some of the best yards in 


vessel. 


course 


lreland--which were some of the best 
in the world—would not take Navy 
contracts. Why were not Navy con- 


tracts taken in Belfast 2? He objected 
on that ground to the Supplementary 
Estimates. He believed that 50 per 
cent. of the Estimate was dishonest. 
though. of course, he did not accuse the 
hon. Gentleman opposite of doing any- 
thing dishonest or dishonourable. What 
he intended to convey was that proper 
supervision was not exercised over the 
work executed in the pet yards of the 
Admiralty. In his own constituency 
they dreaded to take a contract from the 
Navy, not that they could not turn out 
the work well, because they had been 
already complimented by the Admiralty. 
He asked for no favours, but that his con- 
stituents should get the common right 
of taxpayers who were contributing to 
the present extraordinary expense. They 
at least might be allowed to compete 
with English firms on equal terms. 

-The action of the Admiralty in asking 
for such a large Estimate was not sur 
prising, because hon. Members connected 
with the Navy League were prepared to 
encourage them in their extravagance. 
The Admiralty were encouraged not to 
economise, and they were given to under- 
stand that they would get what they 
wished to ask for. The Irish Members 
protested against such conduct. He 
was very glad that the reduction had 
been moved, and he would vote for it. 
He pitied England it her boast ‘that. she 








499 


Su ppl y—Na vy 


would meet the world in arms was as poor | 
as her boast about her Army. If England 
could do with her Navy only what she 
had been able to do with her Army, it 
would not be much. The other day he 
read of ships in the Navy, supposed to be 
fitted to undertake any emergency, 
which had to be docked for repairs. He 
believed that nine-tenths of the ships in 
the British Navy were in the same condi- 
tion, and were not in any sense as well 
equipped as the ships of the mercantile 
marine, The British mereantile marine 
was the best in the world, but he doubted 
very much if the British Navy would be 
capable of meeting the navies of any two 
vther Powers. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: I do not think it 
is open to discuss the general condition 
vf the Navy on this Vote. 


Mr. CREAN said it was the efticiency 
of the Navy they were discussing, and 
his point was that the money was wasted 
because it was not efficiently expended. 
If they were to judge the efficiency of 
the Navy by the efficiency of the Army 
they would have to remodel their naval 
system completely, not only with regard 
to supervision of extravagant expendi- 
ture, but also as regards construction. 
At present not) built in 
accordance with the original design, and 
no actual Estimate could therefore be 
framed for them. When a contractor 
got it into his head that the work was not 
to be completed according to specifica 
tion, and that the design might be 
changed a hundred times over, he did not 
mind, because it put extra money into 
his pocket. The hon. Baronet who 
spoke recently stated that a commercial 
firm wishing to builda steamship entered 
into a contract which was carried out to 
the letter, and in accordance with the 
designs, and the result was that the 
ship was built for the price originally 
fixed. Ships for the Navy were never 
contracted for on proper lines, and were 
never built within 25 per cent. of the 
original estimate. The result was that 
extravagant expenditure was called for 
every year, and that extravagant Supple- 
inentary Estimates were brought for- 
ward without any details being given. 
Even the present Estimates were not 
final, because the Civil Lord of the 
Admiralty said that there would have to 
Mr. Crean. 


vessels) were 
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be another Estimate for the engineering 
staff of the “ Ophir. He had great 
pleasure in supporting the reduction 


moved by his hon. friend. 


JOYCE said he 


few remarks on 


desired lo 
make a of the 
sub-heads of the Supplementary Esti- 
mates. He entirely agreed with what 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman Opposite 


Mr. 


some 


‘said with regard to the sub-heads dealing 


with the wages, provisions and clothing 
of seamen. He would not object to any 
money spent in making the seamen more 
comfortable, but those sub-heads were 
very small indeed, whereas the amounts 
under other sub-heads had been enor 
After the very able 
and lucid speech of the hon. Member 
for Gateshead, he would merely content 
himself with recording his protest against 
the enormously increased expenditure 
of £700,000 for coal. He thought the 
hon. Member had proved his case with 
regard to that, and although the Civil 
Lord of the Admiralty made a very nice 
and a very pretty specch he did not 
answer it. Then there was a sub-head 
for piloting His Majesty's ships. The hon. 
Gentleman said that, as a matter of fact, 
the large amount of money mentioned in 
the sub-head was not all for piloting. 
If it were paid tor canal dues or other- 
wise, it should be placed in its proper 
position. He ventured to submit that 
piloting did not cost a fifth of the money. 
*Mr. PRETYMAN : 

Mr. JOYCE said there was only one 
other matter he desired to deal with, 
and that was a supplementary sum ol 
£8,000 for telegraphic communications. 
Many Parliaments had been known by 
peculiar names. He had read of the Long 
Parliament, and the Short) Parliament, 
and the Rump Parliament. Now the) 
had the Parliament of ‘Telegraphic Com- 
munications. In every Estimate that 
Was brought hetore the Comittee the 
umount of money that was expended on 
telegraphic communications was simply 
enormous. He thought his hon. friend 
the Member for East Mayo was acting 
in the interests of the taxpayers when 
he moved to reduce the Vote, and he 
would support him. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) suid that 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman oppe 


£11,000. 











thi 
Th 
thi 
Ru 


SIX 


fou 
ON] 
wit 


apy 
AY 
Por 
alt! 
het 
bel 
wh 
Ho 
nai 
the 
last 
dee 
bad 
wh 











196 


ring 
reat 
tion 


to 
the 
[sti- 
vhat 
psite 
ling 
hing 
any 
nore 
rere 
nts 
hor 
able 
aber 
tent 
inst 
ture 
the 
vith 
‘iil 
nice 
not 
read 
hie Nl. 
lact, 
din 
ing. 
her- 
Dpel 
that 
ey. 


Oly 
ith, 
n ol 
Ons. 
n by 
Ug 
ent, 
hey 
‘OUI 
that 
the 
| oll 
iply 
end 
ting 
hen 


he 


hat 
pp 











497 Supply—Nary 


site, in his friendly criticism of the 
proposals of the Government. stated 
that in connection with the Navy, 
England was not exceeding the ex- 
penditure of other European countries, 
and was simply following their lead. 
From a recent Parliamentary Return, it 
would, however, appear that His Majesty's 
Navy had been increasing, was increasing 
and would continue to increase, and 
that England was leading ot her countries 
in naval expenditure. Was the Com 

mittee justified in) voting the huge 
amount of money spent on the Navy ! 
Were the condition of the Navy bad, 
were Its ships in such a rotten condition 
that they would not be seaworthy, 
then they might be justified in incurring 
reasonable expenditure, but the question 
they had to consider was whether the 
present expenditure was reasonable or 
just. and whether it was in proportion 
to revenue, and in proportion to the 
naval expenditure of other countries. 
He would quote for the information of the 
Comittee a few figures from the Parlia 

mentary Return te which he had referred. 
It would appear from that Return that 
the naval expenditure of the United King 

dom in IS97-8 was twenty-two millions 
out of a total revenue of LOS millions, or 
twenty per cent. Ile should like to know 
it there were any European countries 
that had such a large naval expenditure 
is compared With its aggregate revenue. 
Nhe information he had led him to believe 
that there was no such country. In 
Russia the naval expediture was ouly 
six millions as compared with an aggre 

vate revenue of 147 millions. or only 
four per cent. In Germany the naval 
expenditure was six millions, as compared 
with seventy millions of revenue. With 
reference to France. Mans Englishmen 
appeared much atraid of that country. 
think that her naval 
power was not second to that of England, 
although that was a question of trial 
between the nations. And he 
believed that the day was not far off 
when the issue would be fought out. [An 
Hon. Member laughed.| Hon. Gentlemen 
might laugh. but they knew down in 
the bottom of their hearts that tor the 
last two years naval experts had been 
declaring that the British Navy was 
bad. Two years ago an hon. Member 
who stated that the British Army could | 


and seemed to 


two 
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not take away the freedom of a farming 
community in South Afriea would 
not be listened to, but he would be listened 
to now. What did he find as regards 
the naval expenditur eot France! It was 
only nine millions as compared with a 
revenue of LO2 millions. He found that 
the naval expenditure of Great) Britain 
Was In one year equal to that of France, 
Germany and Russia combined. 

The question which hon. Members trom 
Ireland had to consider was not whether 
these sums were necessary for the purpose 
of protecting the Empire. because they 
were not there to protect the Enipire. 
They came there with the courage of 
their convictions, and told hon. Members 
what they thought about them. They 
demand justice for lreland, 
and they knew that ever since the Union 
the contributions of Ireland had always 
EXCESSIVE. According to a Royal 
Commission appointed by hon. Members 

a jury empannelled by them 
a verdict of guilty was brought 
hometothem. It was the bounden duty 
of hon. Menibers trom Ireland to protest 
against the expenditure in 
connection with the Army and Navy. 
The present revised Estimate in connec: 
tion with the Navy was £50,419.000. 
He had shown, according to the Parhia 
mentary Return for that the 
naval expenditure was then only twenty 
two millions. The Irish Members wanted 
to know who was getting value for that 
greatly increased expenditure. — Treland 
received no benefit from. it. directly or 
indirectly. Their shipbuilding yards 
were idle. and the British Government 
would not even give a gunboat to protect 
Irish fisheries which were at the mere, ot 
the foreigner. Ireland had to pay part 
of this increased taxation not only in 
mioney, but even in blood shed in South 
Mrica. The lrish Members protested 
against the war when it 
told the Government what the conse 
quences would be. Lrish Members now 
told the Government unhesitatingly 
that if through some foreign complication 
England came into conflict with ber 
neighbour across the Channel, the British 
Navy would be as inferior to the French 
navy as the British Army was to the 
Boer army. [Laughter.| Lon. Geutle- 


came to 
been 
opposite 


selves 


increased 


1897-8, 


began. and 


men might laugh, but the Irish Mem- 
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hers told them the same about the Army. 
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in giving huge coal contracts at’ the enor. 


He believed that if the issue had to be) mous price of twenty-nine shillings per 


fought out in the 


Navy. 
the 


before 


Vote 


morning, 
would show a superiority over the British 
There were very large questions 
affecting Lreland which arose out of the 
Committee, 
Ireland had to contribute a sum of more 


France ton. when contracts could have been 
entered into at thirteen shillings per 
ton 

lien tndies Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his 
place and claimed to move, ” That the 


(Juestion be now put.” 


than £3.000,000 a vear beyond her just 

proportion. What did Ireland get in’ (Question put. “That the Question 
return? The Trish Members had en- he now put.” 

deavoured to elicit “ag: sage In regard 

to contracts for the Navy and Army. The Committee divided :— Ayes, 22 
The Government was generous enough Noes. 82. (Division List No. 55.) 
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Kenyon, Hon. G. T. 
Keswick, William 


(Denbigh | 


King, Sir Henry Seymont 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick W, 
Lawrence, William F, 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Willian E. H. 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leighton, Stanley 
Leveson-Gower.Ired. N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Itt. Hon. W. (Bristol, s. 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald.J. (Portsm’uth 
Mae dona, — Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W 
M‘Arthur, € ~wal , ees 
M‘Calmont,Col. J. (Antrim,E. 
Majendie, James < H. 
Malcolm, Tan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildinay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn.SirF redrick 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh.) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morrell, Gceorge Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Partington, Oswald 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Perey, Ear 

Pilkington, Richard 

Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
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501 Supply—Nary 


Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Ratcliffe, R. F. 

Reed, Sir E. James (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, — Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick; George 

Ridley, Hn.M.W. (Stalybridge) 
Ridley ,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rolleston, Sir John F. J 
fopner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molynenx 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sandys, Lt. Col Thos. Myles 


Abraham, Win. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Burke, EK. Haviland- 
‘aldwell, James 

‘ampbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
‘arvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
‘awley, Frederick 

‘ovan, Denis J. 

‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 
‘raig, Robert Hunter 

‘rean, Eugene 

ss J. 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutly, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Hlynn, James Christopher 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 


ee ee 


(Juestion put accordingly, 
additional sum, not exce eding £2: 50,000, Noes, 248. 
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Schwann, Charles E. 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, 'T homas 


Smith, AbelH.(Hertford, East) | 


Smith, HC(North’mbTyneside 

Smnith,JamesParker( Lanarks. 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

9 Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. JG (OxPd Univ 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
rhornton, Perey M. 

Tollemache, Henry James 

Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 

Tufnell, Col. Edward 

Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Lieut.-Col. ¢ 

Wavson,JohnCatheart(Orkney 


NOES. 


Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, RK. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. mE (Charles Seale- 
Hobhouse, (.E.H.( Bristol, E.) 
Jones, W Alkan ( Canarvonsh., ) 
Jordan, prea 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

Maedonnell, Dr. Mark A 

M: Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, 'T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mooney, John I. 

Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, — P. 

Nolan, Col. », (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, ponte (loath, uth) 
(Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, k. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Connor, Jas. Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. PB. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


Webb, Colonel WilliamGeorge 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

W ilson, A.Stanley( Yorks, E.R. 
W ilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. ) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander( Berks, E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Me. Anstruther. 


Donnell, 'T. (INerry, W.) 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
() Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, VP. J 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 
Redinond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbiehs.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
4 Donal 
Taylor, T ae Cooke 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
a ( machen Philips 
Tally, Jasper 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay,T’. 
White, P. (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


TELLERS FOR THE NOkrS 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


“That anj- The Committee divided :—Ayes 52 ; 


he eranted for the said Services.” 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. EF. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burke, EK. Haviland- 

C amphell, John (Armagh, 5. 
Carvill, PatriekGeo, IH ae thd 


AYES. 


Covan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Enyvene 
Cullinan, J. 


Daly, J 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 


(Division List No. 36.) 


Doovan, P. C. 
Dutty, William J. 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, «J: — Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

I: smmond, John 
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Hayden, John Patrick 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patriek 
M‘Govern, 'T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick .\. 
Mooney, John J 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Avnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen,Chas. P. (Gloue. Stroud) 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
\nson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashmead- : ga Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, | . Hon. John 


aicdiaie (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hea. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj. kK. R.(Christeh’ch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George (. T. 
eaibaet, Hon. AllenBe “njamin 
feach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Rosch Re Hn. W.W.B. (Hants 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry ©, 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur G. 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brand, Hon. Arthur 
Brassey, Albert 

Brige, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown,George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 


Caldwell, James 

Carlile, W ‘liane Walter 
fuailer. Henry Strother 
Cavendish, 4 Ls (N. Lanes). 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. 
Cawley, F abet 2 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Cireenwieh ) 
( ‘hamberlain,Rt. Hon.J.(Birm 
Chamberlain. Austen( Wore'r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill. Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. 
Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 
Cook. Frederick Lucas 


Jesse 


Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasyow ) 
traig, 
(ranborne, 
Cubitt. 


Robert Hunter 
Viscount 


Hon. Henry 


Supply —Nary 


(COMMONS!} 


Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway, N. 
Nolan, Joseph ee 
O’Brien, James F, X mi ‘ork) 
O Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ ry Mid 
(Connor,J: ey icklow, W. 
(¥Connor, T. P, (L iverpool) 
O’ Donnell, John aare, Ss.) 
(Donnell, T, (Kerry, W.) 

( Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

(Mara, James 


NOES, 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dewar, T. R.(T’rH’mlets,S.Geo 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dimsdale, Sir JosephCockfield 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elibank, Master of 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hao. Sird(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
: inlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald ,SirRobertPenrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, —_ snry William 
Fuller, F 
Furness, sit Christopher 
Gibbs,Hn.A.G. H(CityofLond 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, Hn..). E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
Gore, Hon. F. 8S. Ormsby- 
— Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 


(Supplementary) Estinates, 


South) 


Goschen, Hon.GeorgeJoachim | 


(rraham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


| Green, Walford D.( Wedn’sb’ry 


Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
(Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


Harris, FP. Leverton(Tyn’mouth | 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanl’y 
Heath, 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hobhouse, C.E. H. ( Bristol, E. ) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope}. P.(Sheflield. Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 


Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, 


William (Belfast) 

Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) } 
Joicey, Sir James } 
Jones, William(Carnarvnshire 


James(Staffords. N.W. | 
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O'Shaughnessy, P< 
3 ower P _— k LA 
Red ly. ,N 
saree me E.( Waterford) 
Sullivan, Donal 
Tully, Jasper 
White, Patrick( Meath, North) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr, 
Patrick © Brien, 


Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 


Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm, 
Lawrence, William PF. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. William Edw... 
Leese, Sir-JosephF’.( Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneave 
Leighton, Stanley 
Leveson-Ciower, Frederick N.S 
Levy, Maurice 

Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S, 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ .(P’rtsmouth 


Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M:-Arthur, Charles pwede a 
M‘Calmont, Col. J.( Antrim, E. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Mora lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.JH( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, tt. Hn.SirFrederick (. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, It. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. M. Henry P. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Partington, Oswald 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Perey, Earl 

Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
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505 Supply— Navy 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


Randles, John 8. 

Ratcliffe, R. F. 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold Janes 

Reed, Sir E. James (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Hn. M. W.(St’ly bridge) 
Ridley, SF. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Roberts, John H,. (Denbigh. ) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
topner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. L. Walter 
Round, James 

Royds, ¢ ‘lement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 

sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samnel Alex. 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


Mn. A. J. BALFOUR 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Andrew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue.,Stroud 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashimead-bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W.(Leeds | 


Balfour »Maj. KR(Christehureh 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol 
Beach, ecg bade emt 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
sowuneagres, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blunde sll, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brassey, Albert 

Brigg, John 

Brodrick, | tt. Hon. Sir John 
brookfield, Col. Montagu 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Bull, W illiam James 
Burdett- Coutts, W. 


Caldwell, James 


Carlile, William Walter 


VOL, XC. 
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Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles | Warner, Thomas Courteny T. 


Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shipman, Dr. John G, 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox; Thomas 
Smith, AbelH. (Hertford, Kast) 
Smith, H.C(North’mb. Tynesd. 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Soames, Arthur Wesleyan 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
ay RtHnaJG(Oxtord Univ. 
laylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomson, Ff. W. (York, W.R.) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
‘Tollemache, Sas James 
Tomlinson, Kdward M. 
Trevelyan, ¢ San les Philips 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 





claimed, 
the Original Question be now put.” 


| 


Valentia, Viscount 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 


* That 
| Noes, 49. 


AYES. 


Cautley, 47%" Strother 
Cavendish, R. “a. Lancs. ) 
. avendish, V. C. V.(Derbysh. 

Cawley, F reder ‘ok 
| ¢ Jecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


_ Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
C hamberlain, Rt. Hon. J. (Birm. 
| Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 


| Craig, 


' Douglas, Rt. Hn. | 
| Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, It. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,.SirJolinCharles Read y 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 


| Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | 
Dewar, T. R.(T’rH mlets,SGeo. 
Dickinson, Robert. Edmond 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cock field 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 


A. Akers- 


Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Duane! 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdw: ard | 
Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(Mane’r. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobertPenrose- | 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


[FouRTH SERIES. S 





The Committee divided :— 


Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Webb, Colonel William Geo. 
W hite, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und. L’ne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

W hitmore, Charles Algenon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
W illoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. S. (York, E. R.) 
Wilson; John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J W(Worcesterhire,N. 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander( Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Ayes, 246; 


(Division List No. 37.) 


Flower, Ernest 

lorster, hes Willian 
Fuller, J. M. 

Furness, ‘Sir ( Svistophee 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. HL ( ‘ityofLon. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, Hn. J. E. (Elgin Nairn 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(‘I°r H’ml’'ts 
Gore, Hon. F. 5. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’y. 
Greene, W. Raynond-(Cambs. 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Caurchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 

H: ambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. (Mid’x 
I Jamilton, Marq.of (L’Wnderry 
Harmsworth, RK. Leicester 
Harris, I, Leverton(Tynem’th. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Heath, a ae 
Heath, James(Staffords. N. W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, K. ) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J. F.(Sheflield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N. Lt.) 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Julinstune, Heywood (Sussex) 
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Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymou 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Win. 
Lawrence, William 

Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lecky. Rt. Hn. William Edw. H 
Leese, SirJosephF.(Aceringtor 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leighton, Stanley 
Leveson-Giower, Fred 
Levy, Maurice 
Lockwood, Lt -Col. A. i. 
Long, Rt. Hn Walter( Bristol,s. 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis( Lowesto't 
Lucas RevinaldJd.(Vort smout! 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur,Charles( Liverpoool!) 
M‘Calmont,Col..J.(Antrim,E. ) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biedulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumitriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Binghaim 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sirk rederickG. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon 
Moore, William (Antrim, N. 
More, RobtJasper( Shropshire 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin He ary P. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton.Edw.J.C.( Devonport) 


N.S. 


Abraham, William(Cork, N. 1. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland 
Campbell, John (Armagh. s. 
‘arvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
‘ogan, Denis J. 

‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugen 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P<. 

Dufly, Willi J. 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 


It being alter midnight, 
left the chair to make 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 5th March, 1901. 


Several Lords took the Oath. 


ADDRESS. 

The King’s Answer to the Address of 
the 25th of January last reported, and 
Address and Answer to be printed and 
published. 


MESSAGE FROM THE KING. 


Delivered by the Lorp CHANCELLOR, 
and read as follows :— 


Member. 


“ EDWARD Rex. 

* His Majesty, being desirous of making 
competent provision tor the honourable 
support and maintenance of His son the 
Duke of Cornwall and York, His daughter- 
in-law the Duchess of Cornwall and York, 
and His daughters the Princess Louise 
Duchess of Fife, the Princess Victoria, 
and Princess Charles of Denmark, and 
being further desirous that similar pro- 
vision should be made for Her Majesty 
> the Queen in the event of her surviving 
. him, and for the Duchess of Cornwall and 
~ York in the event of her surviving the 
~ Duke of Cornwall and York, relies on the 
> attachment of the House of Lords to 
> concur in the adoption of such measures 
< as may be suitable to.the occasion.” 


me by the 


Sie 


red 


ech indicates 


Ordered, That the said Message be 
taken into consideration on Thursday 


) at the com 


next. 
- PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
S$ The Lorpd CHANCELLOR acquainted 


\ the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
= ments had laid upon the Table the Certifi- 
‘ cates from the Examiners that the Stand- 
ing Orders applicable to the following 
Bills have been complied with :— 
Elland Gas [1.L. }. 
Albion Steam Coal Company [H.L. }. 
The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 
RHYMNEY AND ABER VALLEYS GAS 
AND WATER BILL [H.1.]. 


The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES in- 


formed the House that the promoters do 


VOL. XC. 
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not intend to proceed further with the 
Bill. Ordered that the Bill be not further 
proceeded with. 


AIRE AND CALDER NAVIGATION BILL 


[H.L.]. 

BATH GAS LIGHT AND COKE BILL 
[H.L. ]. 

CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL 


[H.L. ]. 
CHESTER GAS BILL [H.1. }. 


AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL 
PEE. 


CITY 


‘CITY AND SOUTH LONDON RAILWAY 


BILL 


LLANELLY AND 
RAILWAY 


LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND 

COAST RAILWAY BILL 

NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE AND GATES- 
HEAD GAS BILL [H.L.]. 


[H.1. ]. 


MYNYDD 
BILL [HLL }. 


MAWR 


SOUTH 
[acest 


NEWPORT (ISLE OF WIGHT) GAS 
BILL [H.L.]. 

NEW SWINDON GAS) BILL [H.1.]. 
SHREWSBURY GAS BILL [H.1.]. 
SOUTH EASTERN AND ~~ LONDON, 
CHATHAM, AND DOVER RAIL- 

WAYS BILL [H.L.]. 
SOUTH ESSEX WATER BILL [1.1.1], 


Read 24, 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TELEGRAPH MONEY ORDERS 
(SWEDEN). 

Additional Articles to the Convention 
of the 7th and 12th of September, 1881, 
relative to the exchange of money orders 
between the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland and the Kingdom of 
Sweden, dated Ist to sth Septem! er, 
1900. 


ROYAL UNIVERSITY OF IRELAND. 
Annual Report for the year 1900. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered 

to lie on the Table. 
SUPERANNUATION. 

Treasury Minute, dated 21st February, 
1901, granting a retired allowance to Mr. 
W. H. F. Crookshenk, Second Division 
Clerk, Money Order Office, General Post 
Office, under Section 2 of the Act. Laid 


T 
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before the House (pursuant to .Act), and | 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


BRIDLINGTON PIERS AND HARBOUR. 

Abstract of the general annual account 
for the year ended 26th July, 1900. De- 
livered (pursuant to Act), and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND) BILL [H.1.]. 

A Bill to amend the law relating to 
Prisons in Seotland and for other pur- 
posesconnected therewith—was presented 
by The Lord Balfour ; read 1¢; and to be 
printed. (No, 15.) 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR 
STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Report from, That the Committee have 
added The Lord Clifford of Chudleigh to 
the Standing Committee; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


STANDING COMMITTEE. 
Report from the Committee of Chair- 
men of the Standing Committee, that they 
have appointed the Viscount Cross Chair- 
man of the Standing Committee ; read. 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


WAR OFFICE ADMINISTRATION— 
DUTIES OF COMMANDER.-IN-CHIEF. 
Order of the Day for resuming the 

debate on the present system of military 

administration at the War Office, read. 


Debate resumed -— 


*Tue Earn oF NORTHBROOK: My 
Lords, I think your Lordships will agree 
with me that our thanks are due to the 
noble Duke for bringing this question 
before the House. No question can be 
more important than that of the Regu- 
lations under which the Army is admini- 
stered, and I am sure no one can complain 
of the manner in which the noble Duke 
introduced the subject to your Lord- 
ships. I congratulate the noble and 
gallant Lord opposite—the Under Secre- 
tary for War—who replied to him, upon 
the very effective way in which he showed 
the knowledge which he has obtained of 
the Department during the very short 
time he has been at the War Office. 

With regard to the speech of the noble 


and gallant Viscount the late? Comman- | 
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der-in-Chief, | venture to express the 
opinion that, holding as Viscount Wolse- 
ley does that the Regulations under 
which the Army is now administered 
are bad and should be altered, it was the 
noble and gallant Viscount’s duty, as a 
Member of your Lordships’ House. to 
express that opinion on the termination 
of his service as Commander-in-Chief of 
the Army. I do not think it would 
have been possible for any man to have 
expressed that opinion in more courteous 
terms, with more studied moderation. 
or with more entire absence of any per- 
sonal allusion to the late Secretary of 
State for War. Before coming to the 
question which has been brought for- 
ward bythe noble and gallant Viscount, 
I must allude for a few minutes to th 
latter part of the speech of the noble 
Marquess the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs last night. I am hound 
to say that the noble Marquess appeared 
to me to have gone out of his way, with- 
out any excuse that I could diseover, to 
make a personal attack upon the noble 
Viscount. What on earth the noble 
Viscount ’s advice to the Secretary ol 
State on the subject of the South African 
War can have to do with the question 
whether the Order in Couneil for the 
administration of the Army is a right or 
a wrong one passes my comprehension. 

I have been some time in polities, but I 
have no recollection of any instance having 
occurred where a Minister of the Crown 
has come down to Parliament, without 
notice given and without any assignable 
ground, and related confidential com 
munications which have passed between 
himself and one ot the officers with whom 
he was associated upon subjects con- 
nected with the public service. If this 
practice is to be continued I entertain 
grave apprehensions as to its effects. 
We may have the head of one of these 
departments coming to Parliament and 
saving, “My military or my naval 
adviser said so and so.” Or we ma\ 
have the military or naval adviser saving 
in Parliament, “‘I gave such and such 
advice to the Secretary ot State, but he 
did not take it.” And it he is not in 
Parliament you may have him writing 
to the newspapers on the subject. | 
consider that the course taken by the 
noble Marquess was exceedingly _ il- 
advised. It is impossible for your Lord- 
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ships to express an opinion upon the 
statements of the noble Marquess. be- 
cause we have not the Papers before us. 
The noble Marquess read a part of a 
confidential Memorandum written by 
the noble Viscount, and, in answer to a 
question I put to him, promised to pro- 
duce that document and lay it on the 
Table of your Lordships’ House. | hope 
that when the noble Marquess does lay 
that Paper on the Table he will explain 
all the circumstances under which it was 
written. The noble Marquess having 
taken the course of relating his view of 
certain advice given by Lord Wolseley. 
it will be perfectly justifiable for Lord 
Wolseley, if he thinks it desirable to do 
so, to move for all the Papers connected 
with that advice, so that the whole of 
the circumstances shall be before us. 

The attack made by the noble 
Marquess upon Lord Wolseley — has. 
however, nothing whatever to do 
with the question before your  Lord- 
ships. The question is, Is the Order 
in Couneil of L895 a good order or a bad 
one! Is it one which enables the Com- 
mander-in-Chief to occupy his proper 
position in the War Office? Is it 
businesslike and practical Order in 
Council? Lord Wolseley’s opinion, utter 
five years experience of this Order, is 
that it is not; the noble Marquess 
thinks it is. For my part, | think it is 
much more likely that the noble Viscount. 
with his long experience of the Army 
and ot the War Office, is right than that 
the noble Marquess is right. However 
that may be, let us see what this Order 
really is. A statement is given of the 
duties of the different departments ot 
the War Office—the department of thi 
Commander-in- Chief, the department ot 
the Adjutant General, the department of 
the Quartermaster General, the depart- 
ment of the Inspector General of Forti- 
fieations, and the department of the 
Director General of Ordnance. ‘The 
Order in Council makes the heads of 
eich of these great departments of the 
War Office responsible to the Secretary of 
State for the conduct of the business of 
their respective departments. That is 
the substance of the Order. But over 


and above this there is a kind of order 
that the Commander-in-Chief shall exer- 
cise a general supervision, and be the 
principal adviser of the Secretary of State 
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upon all military questions. The ques- 


tion which the noble and gallant 
Viscount asked was, How can the 


responsibility of these different officers 
to the Secretary of State her- 


monise with the general supervision 
of the Commander-in-Chief ? It seems 
to me an impossibility. What dors 


general supervision mean? The noble 
Marquess did not define it. The Under 
Secretary for War drew a distinetion 
between general supervision and control : 
but L want to know who is responsible 
for these different departments. Is the 
Commander-in-Chief responsible, or are 
the heads of the respective departments 
responsible! The noble Marquess stated. 
in the course ot his speech last night, 
that— 

“Tf the noble Viscount the late Commande: 

in-Chief had paid more attention to the duties 
assigned to him by the Order jin Council, be 
might have enabled us to turn to better ac- 
count the large number of Auxiliary forces 
that we have in this country, and whieh fon 
constrained to say have been not a little neg 
lected during the last five years.” 
Here is a Minister who has just left the 
Office of Secretary of State for War 
asserting in this House that 
neglected the Auxiliary forces of the 
country. He was the responsible Minis- 
ter. Why has he-neglected them, and 
why, having done so, does he put the 
responsibility on the noble and = galla:t 
Viscount the late Commander-in-Chief ? 
If you turn to the Order in Council your 
Lordships will see that the duty of dealin x 
with these forees is not put under the 
department of the Commander-in-Chief, 
but under that of the Adjutant Genera), 
who is responsible to the noble Marquess. 
How the noble Marquess can try to throw 
a slur on the late Commander-in-Chief 
for having neglected the Auxiliary torees, 
when he has put the duty of looking 
after those forces under a department 
responsible to the Secretary of State sind 
not to the Commander-in-Chief, 
my comprehension. This shows hi w 
impossible it is to put responsi- 
bility on anyone in respect of this Ordsr 
in Council. If the noble Marquess 
misinterprets his own Order, and ss) 
that the Commander-in-Chief is res} on- 
sible for the Auxiliary forces, then | 
really do not quite know how we stand. 

The: noble and gallant Viscount ssid 

he found that this general power of super 
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vision, which he could or could not 
exercise over the different departments, 
the heads of which were responsible not 
to him but to the Secretary of State, ren- 
dered his duties almost impossible : 
and it was only, he said, owing to the 
ability and public spirit of the officers 
at the War Office who were responsible 
for sending out supplies and troops that 
we had not been placed in a consider- 
ably worse position than we have 
been in regard to the war in South 
Africa. I well believe that. I have 
always borne testimony to the way in 
which those officers have worked, and 
the noble Marquess himself deserves his 
share of the credit in the matter. But 
that does not prove the organisation of 
the War Office to be right. The Adju- 
taunt General and the Quartermaster 
General perform functions which are 
essentially connected with the office 
of Commander-in-Chief. The duties 
ot looking after discipline, training, 
instruction, and military education 
are most important, yet your Lord- 
ships will see that they are, under the 
Order in Council, separated from the 
office of Commander-in-Chief and given 
to another officer. Is it possible that an 
Army can be managed in that way ! 
How is it possible for the Commander-in- 
Chief to exercise his duties properly if 
this most important work is taken out 
of his hands and given to another ofticer 
whom he may. if he pleases, generally 
supervise, whatever that means, but who 
is responsible to the Secretary of State 
and may communicate with the Secretary 
of State without the knowledge of the 
(‘ommander-in-Chief whenever it suits 
him to do so? I say it is an impossible 
system. The noble Marquess has filled 
the same oftice as I had the honour to 
accupy in India. Does he suppose for 
ane moment that you could have such 
an organisation in connection with the 
Indian Army, the Commander-in-Chiet 
exercising a general supervision over the 
Adjutant General and the Quartermaster 
(seneral, but both of those ofticers being 
responsible to the Viceroy for their 
particular departments ? -It is a plan 
which seems to me to carry on the face 
of it the stamp of failure, and it is to the 
eredit. of the officials in the War Oftice 
that it has lasted so well up to now. 

The noble Marquess said that this was 
the recommendation of the Hartington 
The Earl of Northbrook. 
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Commission, and he paid a very right 
and proper compliment to the common 
sense of the noble Duke and his able 
colleagues ; but he did not say that the 
Commissioners did not agree between 
themselves. I deny that the Order 
in Council of 1895, to which the noble 
and gallant Viscount objects, was recom- 
mended by the Hartington Commission, 
The noble Marquess has no right what- 
ever to bring forward the Report of the 
Commission in support of his Order. 
The Report of that Commission, as a 
matter of fact, recommended the aboli- 
tion of the office of Commander-in-Chief 
altogether, and the substitution of a Chief 
of the Staff with certain other heads of 
departments responsible to the Secretary 
of State. I do not say that is a right 
plan, but it is certainly a workable plan. 

The real point is whether the duties con 
nected with the discipline and training of 
the Army should or should not be sepa- 
rated from the oftice of Commander-in- 
Chief. The Hartington Commission 
recommended that the duties of ensuring 
uniformity in the discipline, training, 
and education of the Army at home and 
abroad, promotions, appointments, selec- 
tions for command, and so on, should be 
entrusted to one officer and not to two, 
as has been done by the Order in Council 
of the noble Marquess. Therefore | 
think the noble Marquess has no right 
whatever to fall back upon the Report ot 
the Commission over which the noble 
Duke presided in support of his Order in 
Council of 1895. The noble Marquess, 
again, attacked in an extraordinary way 
—I do not know why—the Order in 
Council passed by one ot his predecessors 
—Mr. Stanhope but in doing 
so he must have forgotten that he had 
sitting by his side the noble Marquess the 
Prime Minister, who, if I am not mis- 
taken. was Prime Minister when Mr. 
Stanhope was Secretary of State, and was 
therefore equally responsible with Mr. 
Stanhope for the Order which the noble 
Marquess the Foreign Secretary so vio- 
lently attacked. I think that Order 
did place too much work on the Com- 
mander-in-Chiet, but [ am by no means 
certain that it was as bad as the noble 
Marquess has described it to be. 

There is no evidence in the Report 
of the Hartington Commission which 
gives the noble Marquess the right 
to say that the system which existed 
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from 1888 to 1895 was ‘* disereditable 
and disastrous.”” If that is so, why was 
it allowed to remain unaltered for 
seven years? It may be said that it 
was not desirable to make any change 
until after the retirement of H.R.H. 
the Duke of Cambridge. J think that 
would be a mere excuse. I had the 
honour of being in communication with 
His Royal Highness on many matters 
connected with the Army. I was it 
communication with the illustrious Duke 
in 1870, when the great alterations were 
made in the Army; and I am satisfied 
that His Royal Highness would have 
been perfectly ready to join in any 
alteration of the Order in Council and 
in the duties of the Commander-in- 
Chiet which he thought of advantage 
to the public service. 

1 do not see why certain modifica- 
tions could not be made in the Order 
of Council of 1895 which would put 
theadministration of the War Office on a 
sound footing. Ifthe Government simply 
put the Adjutant General and Quarter- 
General's work under the Com- 
mander-in-Chief the thing would be done. 
The other departments might remain 
in the hands of their respective heads, who 
should be responsible to the Secretary 
ot State. But we should see that all 
matters connected with the discipline 
and training of the Army are put 
under the Commander-in-Chief. There 
should be no longer any question of 
supervision, which cannot be 
defined and which prevents proper re- 
being put upon anyone. 
These matters are not very abstruse ; 
they really lie almost in a nutshell. 
Anyone who reads this Order can see 
its defects, and it seems to me not al- 
together out of the question that His 
Majesty's Government may be able to 
put this matter straight. I trust that 
the effect of this discussion will be to re- 
the anomalies which have been 
learly pointed out by the noble and 
gallant Viscount. and which have been 
nost inadequately replied to by the 
noble Marquess the late Secretary for 
War. 

*“Lorp CHELMSFORD : My Lords, the 
noble Earl has so completely answered 
all that has been said by the noble 
Marquess the Secretary of State for 


master 


general 


move 


(9 MARCH 1901} 





518 


Administration, 


Foreign Affairs that I have but very 
little to say. But being one of the 
oldest military officers in your Lordships’ 
House, I feel that I cannot remain silent 
when such an important question is 
being discussed. I confess that I heard 
with the greatest surprise, and, I may 
say, with indignation—I am afraid to 
use a stronger term—the attack which 
was made yesterday on the noble and 
gallant Viscount by the noble Marquess. 
The noble and gallant Viscount began 
by deprecating the introduction — of 
personalities. He was most impersonal 
in his speech, and yet the noble Mar- 
quess, in spite of that, chose to make 
charges against him which he knew 
perfectly well the noble and gallant 
Viscount could not answer, and in lan- 
guage that certainly does not redound 
to his credit. 

The noble Marquess made a_ great 
point of the important duties which 
under the Order in Council still devolve 
upon the Commander-in-Chief, but he 
did not say that the questions of drill. 
discipline, and the efficiency of the Army 
are taken out of his hands, and that 
he is only allowed to retain a sort ot 
general supervision. I will quote short 
paragraphs from the duties of the Ad- 
jutant General and the Quartermaster 
General and leave it to your Lordships 
to consider what there remains to 
the Commander-in-Chiet to do. 

“The Adjutant General shall be charged 
with the discipline, military education and 
training of the officers, warrant officers, non- 
commissioned officers and men of the Regular 
and Reserve Forces and the Militia of the 
United Kingdom.” 


Other duties are set out, and the con- 


cluding words are 





“ He shall advise the Secretary of State on 
all questions connected with the duties of his 
department.” 


Where, I ask. comes in the Commander- 
in-Chief to interfere with or supervise 
or control the Adjutant General!) The 
Adjutant General is absolutely inde- 
pendent of the Commander-in-Chief, end 
it depends upon his good will whether or 
not he consults the Commander-in- 
Chief on questions of discipline and drill. 

Then I come to the Quartermaster 
General. He also has very important 
duties to perform, for which the Com- 
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mander-in-Chief was always held respon- 
sible personally previous to the Order 
in Council of 1895. The Quartermaster 
(ieneral is charged with supplying the 


Army with food, forage. and light. 
with land and water transport, and 


with remounts, and also with the dis- 
tribution of the troops. He has also 
to deal with sanitary questions relating 
to the Army. All these matters are 
taken out of the hands of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief. The Quartermaster 
(feneral is absolutely independent of 
him and need not consult him on any 
ene of those important points. The 
Qrder in Council provides that the 
(juartermaster General! shall submit the 
proposals of the annual estimates tor 
not in consultation with 
the Commander-in-Chief, but independent 
of him, to the Seeretary of State for 
War, and shall advise the Secretary of 
State on all questions connected with 
the duties of the Department. Of what 
use is the word “supervision” if the 
Adjutant General and the Quarter- 
master General chose not to be loyal 
to the Commander-in-Chief ! Then | 
come to the Director General of Ord- 
nance. He also has to advise the Sec- 
retary of State upon questions relating 
to patents, inventions and designs. 

It is a farce, therefore. to say that 
under an Order in Council of that sort 
the Commander-in-Chief is left with any 
power at all. He is. in faet, made 
absolutely subordinate, in the command 
of the Army, to the Adjutant General, 
to the Quartermaster General. and to 
the Director General of Ordnance. for 
these ofticials need not, except at their 
ewn free will and by a’ feeling of loyalty, 
consult the Commander-in-Chief on mat- 
ters relating to their departments. I 
trust that under the change of adminis- 
tration which has taken place in the 
War Office the whole of the Order in 
Couneil will be repealed. 


these services, 


*THE Esrt or DUNRAVEN: My 
Lords, I should like to sav how much | 
concur in that which fell trom the noble 
Karl as to the inconvenience likely to 
arise if attacks such as that made on the 
noble and gallant Viscount by the noble 
Marquess the late Secretary of State for 
War are to become the fashion in Parlia- 
ment. There can be no question, I think, 
Lord Chelmsford. | 
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as the noble Earl has observed, that the 
noble and gallant Viscount would be 
justified, if he thought it necessary to 
vindicate his character, in asking for all 
the Papers connected with the opinions 
that he has given to be laid upon the 
Table of the House. I doubt very much 
if that would be a convenient precedent 


to set. But I would like to point out 
that two very distinct charges were 


brought by my noble friend the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs against 
the noble and gallant Viscount on the 
cross benches. 

The noble Marquess said that if the 
noble and gallant Viscount had_ paid 
more attention to that part of the Regula- 
tions which requires him to prepare 
schemes for offensive and defensive opera- 
tions he would, perhaps. have told the 
Secretary of State before the South 
African War that Ladysmith was not a 
suitable station for Her Majesty's forces 
to occupy. Ido not profess to have any 
particular knowledge of the general 
strategy pursued in South Africa, but | 
have always understood that the main 
principle was a central advance across 
the Orange River into what was the 
Orange Free State, and thence into the 
Transvaal, and the fact that we had a 
large force shut up in Ladysmith, and the 
necessity for relieving that force, inter- 
fered seriously with the general scheme 
of campaign ; in fact, that the operation 
which was subsequently so_ brilliantly 
and successfully carried out by the present 
Commander-in-Chiet was the original and 
main principle of the campaign, but had 
to be deferred on account of the necessity 
for relieving Ladysmith. If that be so, 
the noble Marquess has practically told 
the House that it was owing to some 
neglect of duty on the part of the noble 
and gallant Viscount. the then Com- 
mander-in-Chief, that the war has been 
unnecessarily prolonged. and that many 
of the disasters we have had to deplore 
occurred. 

The noble Marquess also said that, if the 
noble and gallant Viscount had paid 
rather more attention to his duties, 
he might have warned the Govern- 
ment that it would take more 
than one army corps to subju- 
gate the two South African Repub- 


lies. That, again, is a most serious alle- 
gation. But, my Lords, I should like to 
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know. was the opinion of the Commander- 
inChief the only opinion that was taken 
at the time? Had the Defence Com- 
mittee of the Cabinet nothing to say 
about the matter? Did not the de- 
spatehes of General Butler make a reter- 
ence to the need tor 100,000 men ? 

*THeE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (the Marquess 
of LANSDOWNE): No, no. No such Paper 
is in existence. 

*Tue Earn or DUNRAVEN: If no 
such thing was stated, then the general 
public have been for a long time under an 
erroneous impression. 

*THe Mareurss oF LANSDOWNE: A 
very erroneous impression. 

*Tue Earn or DUNRAVEN: I will 
not pursue that further. But is it to be 
understood that the opinion of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief as to the force required 
was the only opinion taken at the time, 
and that. if it had not been for the advice 
which the noble and gallant Viscount 
then gave. a larger and more adequate 
foree would have been sent out to South 
Africa) Those are very serious charges 
they amount to charges—to bring 
against the late Commander-in-Chief. | 
join sincerely with the noble Earl. Lord 
Northbrook, in deploring the fact that 
the debate has not been conducted on the 
lines which the noble and gallant 
Viscount laid down, and which he adhered 
to—namely, that there should be no 
personalities and that the matter should 
be dealt with from a purely theoretical 
point of view. 

The noble Marquess laid great stress 
upon the Report of the Hartington Com- 
mission. The noble Earl has already 
illuded to that. But I should like to 
point out that out of nine members of the 
Commission six of them made separate 
memoranda or statements, and that they 
differed from each other on very material 
points. One member of that Commis- 
sion—a very eminent member—the late 
Lord Randolph Churchill. issued a very 
long and able Memorandum, and with 
your Lordships’ permission I would 
make one er two quotations from it, so 


lar as they are absolutely pertinent 
tothe matter before the House. What 
Lord Randolph Churchill suggested 


was a Commander-in-Chief or Captain 
General of the Army. having, subject to 
the Government, supreme control over 
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and responsibility for the administration 
of the Army ; and that military training, 
military experience, and military emi- 
nence should be the qualifications for that 
office. The very opposite of that is 
what has taken place. Lord Randolph 
Churchill, in another paragraph, said— 
“The object aimed at is the maximum of 
eiliciency consistent with the amount of ex- 
penditure which the taxpayer or ‘his repre- 
sentatives will tolerate. Can any practical 
amount of efficiency of administration be at- 
tained without professional training or know- 
ledge? Can it be attained without direct 
personal responsibility? Can direct responsi- 
bility be reasonably expected without  profes- 
sional control? The answer to these questions, 
I submit, is obviously in the negative.” 
I think it is impossible in the few words 
I shall address to the House to make a 
stronger case against the present system, 
and when the noble Marquess justifies 
the present system as being the recom- 
mendation of the Hartington Commis- 
sion, I think it well that your Lord- 
ships should bear in mind the fact that, 
at all events, the opinion of one very 
prominent and eminent member of that 
Commission was diametrically opposed 
to the system now in force. 


THE LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The DUKE of DEVONSHIRE) : 
He signed the Report. 


*Tue Earn or DUNRAVEN: The 
question really resolves itself into this: 
whether professional knowledge _ is 
requisite in the person who has super- 
vision and presides over the various 
departments of the War Office. We 
heard a great deal last night about the 
efforts that have been made towards 
decentralisation ; but I do not see that 
any decentralisation has been obtained. 
Centralisation remains exactly the same. 
Everything connected with what I may 
term the military side of the administra- 
tion, and everything appertaining to the 
civilian side, is concentrated in the War 
Office. It is also centred upon one man. 
Formerly a great deal of it devolved on 
the Commander-in-Chief ; now the whole 
of it is centred in the Secretary of State. 
Where does the decentralisation come 
in? The only difference is that formerly 
the work was to a great extent centred on 
the man having professional knowledge, 
supposed to be, and probably being, the 
first soldier in the Empire ; whereas now 
it is centred upon a man who, however 
capable and able he may be, must of 
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necessity be absolutely ignorant of the 
work which he has to control. 

The departments of the War Office 
are not watertight compartments inde- 
pendent of each other. Nothing can 
occur in one of these departments that 
does not affect the Army as a whole ; and 
surely in such a case there ought to be 
sume co-prdinating brain, somebody 
whose duty it isto see that what is done 
in one department does not militate 
against the Army generally or the other 
departments. Formerly that duty was 
exercised by a professional expert, and 
now it is performed by the Secretary of 
State, who is not a professional expert. | 
feel sure that no private business could 
be conducted for a month successfully on 
the present system in the War Office. 
Imagine one of your Lordships being 
suddenly placed at the head of some 
great manufacturing undertaking. How 
would he conduct it? 1 should say, by 
acting with the advice of and through 
the expert general manager ; certainly 
not by independently consulting and 
giving directions to the foremen of the 
various departments. Yet that is the 
system under which the War Office, 
which deals with such gigantic issues 
that the largest private undertaking 
bears no perceptible proportion to it, is 
managed at the present time. As it is, 
there is no responsibility whatever. 

Not very long ago in this House the 
noble Marquess, then Secretary of State 
for War, cited as an instance of the 
activity of the War Office the fact that he 
was collecting large reserves of stores, 
which in his opinion had not been suffi- 
ciently maintained for a long time. 
Just conceive if the professional head 
came and stated that he had known for 
a number of years that our military 
stores were deficient, and that he was 
going to set to work tosupply the defi- 
ciency in the middle of a war, what would 
be said of him ? And what can one say 
when the civilian Secretary of Statemakes 
such a statement 7? No man can expect 
that the civilian Secretary of State can 
be really responsible for technical matters 
of military detail. I remember some 
time ago the noble Earl who generally 
sits on the cross benches (Lord Wemyss), 
with his usual vivacity, saying somebody 
was responsible, and that that individual 
ought to be hung. (uite so; but who 


The Earl of Dunraven, 
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is the individual? I should be exceed- 
ingly sorry if the Foreign Office was to 
be deprived of the services of the Secre- 
tary of State in such a summary manner : 
while it would be very unfair that the 
noble and gallant Viscount should meet 
with such a fate, because, as he has told 
us, the real responsibility of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief practically ceases when 
he has given his opinion—that is to say, 
if he is asked for an opinion at all. Lord 
Randolph Churchill, in his memorandum 
on the Report of the Hartington Com- 
mission, used some very pertinent words 
on this question of responsibility. Speak- 
ing of the military chief, he said— 

‘Professional reputation to a_ soldier is 
everything next to life itself.” 

And alluding to the Secretary of State. 
he said that 

“Administrative incapacity at the War 
Office brought little evil consequences to the 
individual nominally responsible. In the 
majority of cases he was simply transferred 
to some other oflice—to a foreign Embassy, to 
a Colonial Governorship, or, at the very worst, 
to the House of Lords.” 

The noble Duke who introduced this 
question asked for information. We 
have not as vet had a great deal of intor- 
mation. After what fell from the Under 
Secretary of State for War and the 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs. 1 suppose 
we must assume that His Majesty’s 
Government are entirely satisfied with 
the working of the machinery ot the Wat 
Office, and that in the main it is as per- 
fect as is humanly possible. That was the 
gist of the speech of the noble Marquess. 
*Tue Marevress or LANSDOWNE: 
On the contrary. I said that, after five 
years experience, I thought it very 
probable that in respects the 
system introduced in 1895 required 
some modification. 

*THe Earn or DUNRAVEN: Yes: 
in unimportant details, but I think 
the noble Marquess will agree with 
me that he said the machinery 
worked fairly well, and that it would 
have worked a great deal better if the 
Commander-in-Chief had not in 
respects neglected his duty and_ had 
given it a fair test. Under these cir- 
cumstances we cannot look for any large 
reforms. I deeply regret that. In my 
opinion, you cannot have an_ efficient 
army and a good military machine 
unless it is supervised and superintended 
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by a professional soldier. I quite agree! Wellington that it was “much better 
that the Secretary of State must be in a that the Secretary of State for War should 
sense the head of the War Office. He is be the person to regulate that matter 
responsible to Pariiament, and must be than that it should be in the hands of 
the superior; but, as far as possible, if officials connected with the Army,” 
you want full value for the enormous and the opinion of Lord Hardinge that 
sums the country is spending, you must ‘in a constitutional point of view the 
have a professional man responsible for Secretary of State for War is the proper 
the training and efficiency of the Army. person to draw up a Mutiny Bill and the 
*Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I think Articles of War. He is bound to stand 
I ought to say a few words on the re- between _, the civil, subjects and the 
markable debate entered upon last night military. . ae 
and continued this evening. Your Lord- _ | should humbly associate myself with 
ships will all, I am sure, agree with the opinions of those distinguished men. 
me that we wish, as far as possible, to 3ut let us see whether the position of the 
avoid the personal matters which have noble and gallant Viscount—for whom 
been brought into prominence. The I have the highest respect and admiration 
noble Marquess went into those at the >—}s compatible with those views. He 
end ot his speech in considerable detail. instanced a case in which the Commander- 
| quite admit that the noble Marquess in-Chiet might differ from the Secretary ot 
was to a certain extent challenged by ‘State, and he said that such an important 
the noble and gallant Viscount, who, fact ought not to be kept in the office, 
although he did not quote any personal but ought to be made public, so that the 
matters, did attack the system, and the Country might decide who was right. 
system cannot be divorced from the I! have also seen statements that the 
men who originated it and who conduct Commander-in-Chief and the First Naval 
it, At the same time, I confess I agree Lord should publish at the beginning 
with what Lord Northbrook said with of every year an exact estimate of the 
regard to the leneth to which the noble number of men and the requirements 
Marquess went in illustrating his views. needed for the Army and Navy. Having 
It seems somewhat a pity and misfortune had the honour of being First Lord 
to actually show the secrets of the War of the Admiralty, I will venture to say 
Ottice during a great crisis in this coun- that it would be perfectly impossible 
try. No doubt it is~very interesting to carry on the business of the country 
to the public generally to know these and to bring forward in a proper way 
details, but in the interests of adminis- before Parliament the demands of the 
tration it is a misfortune that they Services if that principle were allowed. 
should be brought forward, for, being No Cabinet could submit to it. and it 
brought forward once, they may be Would lead to exaggerated demands on 
demanded another time. . . the part of the military and naval authori- 
I noticed with pleasure that the noble ties, put forward in order to get. at all 
and gallant Viscount admitted that events, some part of them carried out. 
there must be official responsibility on While saying this, I feel in the strongest 
the Secretary of State. and I think ] possible way the necessity for getting the 
shall presently show that if the noble best expert advice for those civilians who 
and gallant Viscount's views were carried occupy the responsible positions of the 
out it would be extremely difficult that Secretary of State for War and the First 
full responsibility could be had. The Lord of the Admiralty. It is essential 
noble Earl who has just spoken also said that they should have at hand the best 
that the Secretary of State must be in| Military and naval opinion. | It strikes 
some sense responsible, but the stress he me. in reading the Order in Council, 
laid on the position of the Commander- that it lays this down most decidedly 
in-Chief almost obliterated and neutra- @8 the duty of the Commander-in-Chiet : 
lised the force of his remarks about the to give advice to the Secretary ot State, 
responsibility of the Secretary of State. @ the First Naval ; Lord gives advice 
In the Report of Lord Hartington’s to the First Lord of the Admiralty. I 
Commission some remarkable opinions do not understand how my noble and 
are quoted—the opinion of the Duke of | gallant friend can go as far as he does 
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when he says that the present system has ; Council could, with proper management 


robbed the Commander-in-Chief of his 
chief usefulness, and has virtually handed 
the command of the Army to a civilian 
Secretary of State, assisted by subordi- 
nates with whom he deals direct. That 
is a very strong statement, and | cannot 
conceive how, under the Order in Council. 
it can be justified. It is the duty of the 
Commander-in-Chief to give his know- 
ledge and experience to the Secretary of 
State, and if the Secretary of State does 
not ask for it, the Commander-in-Chief 
is bound, under the Order in Council, to 
offer it, and to leave the responsibility of 
refusing it to the Secretary of State. 
[know very well the importance of this 
subject. When I was at the Admiralty 
{ had some very difficult questions to 
face: and [ had to meet and face what 
my noble and gallant friend called the 
Cerberus at the Treasury. But when I 
was at the Admiralty. and also when I 
occupied another position. I found that 
whenever there was a great necessity 
actually proved, the Cerberus of the 
Treasury always gave way, and I always 
got what I wanted for the services ot the 
country. I had the satisfaction, too. 
of working in harmony with my naval 
advisers. | mention this, because | know 
it may be said—as it has been said in 
the public press—that the power of the 
First Sea Lord was shown when I was at 
the Admiralty by a threat of resignation. 
1 absolutely deny that during any time 
1 was at the Admiralty I had a hint of 
resignation from any of my Naval Lords. 
It is most important for the Secretary of 
State or the First Lord of the Admiralty 
to keep on good terms with his expert 
advisers, and not to allow this extreme 
step of resignation to be resorted to. | 
have often rather smarted under the 
statement that when a certain statement 
was made in the House of Commons 
during my term of office it was with- 
drawn under a threat of resignation. It 
is absolutely untrue. I took full re- 
sponsibility for putting that statement 
right, and my colleague in the House of 
Commons most honourably withdrew 
what I had shown him was wrong. | 
quite understand that it might be desir- 
able—and the noble Marquess said so last 
night—to remodel some of these Orders 
in Council ; but lam bound to say that, 
on the whole, | think the Orders in 


Earl Spencer. 





by the Secretary of State and the Com- 


mander-in-Chief, be worked efficiently 
for the Army to secure that which is so 
important—the individual responsibility 
to Parliament of the Secretary of State 
without in the slightest degree impairing 
the authority of the Commander-in- 
Chiet or the efficiency of the Army itself. 


Tue Duke or DEVONSHIRE: My 
Lords. after what was said by my 
noble friend the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs last night in reply to the 
noble Viscount, it is not necessary that 
I should enter in detail upon the elaborate 
indictment which was made against the 
present system of organisation of the 
War Office. I do not think that it is 
necessary for me to do more than to take 
some notice of the charges which have 
been brought against my noble friend 
for making a personal attack in reply to 
the noble Viscount. The noble Viscount 
has been applauded for confining him- 
self in the statement which he made last 
night entirely to generalities, and for 
giving no instances in support of his 
criticisms of the Order in Council. That 
is exactly what I think we have to com- 
plain of in his speech. These general 
a priori criticisms are of very little value 
unless they are supported by some 
instances : and it would have been much 
more useful if the noble and gallant 
Viscount had told us in what respects 
the defects in his powers and responsi- 
bilities had in actual practice led to any 
of the failures which have taken place 
in the administration of the Army and 
in the conduct of the war. 

My noble friend did not follow the 
noble and gallant Viscount in this re- 
spect. He took a more practical and 
useful line in pointing out what he con- 
sidered to be the entire misapprehension 
under which the noble Viscount suffers 
as to the powers and duties and fune- 
tions of the Commander-in-Chief under 
the present system of organisation. He 
pointed out not only that that misappre- 
hension appeared in the noble Viscount’s 
speech, but that also in his tenure of 
office he had to some extent acted upon 
that misconception. Whether it was 
that the duties which are still left to the 
Commander-in-Chief are too onerous to 
enable him to devote his whole attention 
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to some of the most important parts of | 


his duties, or whether he laboured 
during his tenure ot office under a mis- 
apprehension, which we believe was 
apparent throughout the whole of his 
speech, as to the scope. importance, and 
magnitude of these duties, my noble 
friend was bound to point out that in 
the conduct of these recent military 
operations we had not received from the 
noble Viscount all that assistance which 
the Order in Council made him, as Com- 
mander-in-Chief, responsible for giving to 
us. 1 do not see that there was any- 
thing in the nature of a personal attack 
onthe noble Viscount. 
my noble friend has given to him 
a challenge which it is perfectly com- 
petent for him to take up—not, perhaps, 
in the course of this debate: but I am 
sure that the House will readily listen to 
him whenever he chooses to bring this 
matter before us again, to reply to that 
challenge, and to show that my noble 
iriend’s criticisms upon his conduct. and 
upon the advice which he tendered or 
did not tender to us. were unfounded. 
That is all I need sav as to that. The 
inquiry which ha- suggested, 
which has been promised by the Govern- 
ment, into the conduct of the war and 
the operations in South Afriea. and 
which I trust will take place when the 
war is concluded, will meet the case. All 
these matters must be fally gone into. 
Then IT am sure that my noble and 
gallant friend the late Commander-in- 
Chief will enter into it and that he will 
he indebted to mv noble friend rather 
than the reverse tor having given him 
an opportunity of showing in what way 
he thinks that my noble friend has mis- 
apprehended or mi-tinderstood his duties. 
| should like to say before I sit down 
i few words on « subject which has 
naturally been discussed in various 
quarters in this debate. I refer to the 
Report of the Commission which sat 
some few years ago. and over which | 
ad the honour ot presiding, and also 
the action taken on that Report. It 
certainly cannot | pretended that the 
recommendations of that Commission 
have failed. They have not failed, because 
these recommendations were not accepted 
in their entirety. There are, no doubt, 
good reasons why all these recommenda- 


been 





tions were not accepted in their entirety 





{5 Marcu 1901} 


But undoubtedly , 





Administration. 530 


either by the present or the late Govern- 
ment; but. so far as they have been 
acted upon they have operated in the 
right direction. I think there can be 
little doubt of that, and so far as there has 
been any failure in military administration 
since the date of the Order in Council 
in 1895 it is due to the fact that those 
recommendations have not been adopted 
so completely as they might have been. 
It is quite true that the Report of that 
Commission, which, notwithstanding cer- 
tain dissents upon various minor points, 
was signed unanimously by the whole 
of the Commission, did recommend the 
abolition of the office of Commander-in- 
Chief ; and I may state how that con- 
clusion was arrived at. We recognised 
that ultimately the supreme authority 
over the interests of the Army must be 
the Minister responsible for the Depart- 
ment ; and the question was how that 
Minister could obtain—how that Mini- 
ster, who must be, as was admitted by 
everyone, the actually responsible head 
of the Army, could be supplied with— 
the necessary expert advice, expert in- 
formation with which it was necessary 
he should be furnished. My Lords, we 
found that this advice and administrative 
assistance was supplied under the Order 
in Council of 1888 nominally by the 
Commander-in-Chiet. We came to the 
conclusion that the duties under that 
Order were so vast, exacting, extensive, 
and onerous that it was absolutely im- 
possible that that responsibility, either 
for the giving advice or for the admini- 
strative conduct of the Army, should 
be a reality. We therefore proposed to 
divide the functions of the Commander- 
in-Chief and bring in military experts. 
We recognised that the duty of advising 
the Secretary for War upon important 
questions of military policy was the first 
and most important of the functions, 
and that it should be entrusted, as it is 
entrusted over every country in Europe, 
to an officer to be called Chief of the 
Staff. We proposed, further, to entrust 
recruiting, discipline, and the training 
of the Army to an officer whom, for 
want of a better name, we called the 
Adjutant General, and we proposed that 
the actual command of the troops in 
Great Britain should devolve on another 
officer to be called the General Officer 
Commanding the Forces in Great Britain. 
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The care of transport and fortifications, 
the charge of artillery, 
facture ot ordnance we proposed should 
be placed under other military officers 
who should be severally responsible to 
the Secretary of State for War. 

As I have already stated, my Lords, 
those recommendations were not ac- 
cepted in their entirety, tor reasons some 
of which were good and others. | think. 
less sound; but those suggestions did 
not commend themselves generally to the 
opinion of the public. Some military men 
thought they were too revolutionary. 
and that they tended to impair ier 
prerogative of the Sovereign as head « 
the Army. We gave reasons in a 
Report why we thought that was not a 
well-founded argument, but undoubtedly 
the officers of the Army 
accustomed to the institution — of 
Commander-in-Chief that there would 
probably be great apprehension. a want 
of confidence, and great dissatistaction if 
the office of Commander-in-Chief was 
nominally abolished. The recommenda- 
tion to establish a Chief of the Staff did 
not commend itself to others, on the 
ground that it was inexpedient to estab- 
lish such a total separation between the 
consultative and administrative and ex- 
ecutive functions. The late Secretary 
of State for War, Sir Henry Campbell- 
Bannerman, recorded his view in a 
somewhat remarkable statement. He 
said— 


I} ar Office 


had become sO 


“Tt is true that in Continental countries 
there exists such a department as is here 
described. But those countries differ funda- 
mentally from Great Britain in the constitution 
of their army and of its government, as well 
as in the purposes for which it is maintained. 
They are constantly and necessarily concerned 
in watching the military condition of their 
neighbours, in detecting points of weakness 
and strength, and in planning possible opera- 
tions in possible wars against them. But in 
this country there is no room for ‘general 
military policy’ in this larger and more am- 
bitious sense of the phrase. We have no 


designs against our European neighbours. 
Indian epoca policy’ will be settled in 


India itself, and not in Pall Mall. In any of 
the smaller troubles into which we may be 
drawn by the interests of some of our depen- 
dencies the plan of campaign must be governed 
by the particular circumstances, and could be 
left, 1 presume and hope, to be determined by 
the officer appointed to direct operations.” 


And he added— 


“ These difficult questions will he far better 


dealt with, and sounder advice regarding them 


The Duke of Devonshire, 


{LORDS} 


and the manu- 
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will Le tenderedito the Minister. by the ex- 
perienced soldiers who are engaged day by day 
in the active administration of the Army than 
by an officer or body of officers, however able 
and distinguished, who sit apart and cogitate 
on the subject.” 
In the light of recent events, I think 
your Lordships will hardly agree that 
there is no place in our military system 
for an officer whose duty it shall be to 
advise upon great military operations. 
Personally, I have never attached very 
great importance to the question on 
whom the duty of advising upon 
great military questions should “be con- 
ferred, the Secretary of State or the 
Commander-in-Chief: but what [ do 
attach very great importance to is that 
those duties which were described in the 
Report of the Commission should fall on 
someone with a due sense of responsi- 
bility. The Report stated that the Chief 
of the Staff should be made responsible 
for the following duties 

“To advise the Secretary of State on all 
matters of general military policy, and all ques- 
tions as to the strength, distribution, and 
mobilisation of your Majesty’ s land forces, and 
the relative importance of various services put 
forward by the heads of departments; to 
collect and co-ordinate all military informa- 
tion; to prepare and revise from time to time 
a general scheme for the military defence of 
the Empire, and to examine the Estimates 
with a view to ensure that they are framed in 
harmony with that scheme; to prepare plans 
of action in certain contingencies ; to com- 
municate directly with the First Lord of the 
Admiralty on all matters involving inter- 
departmental policy; to examine all corre- 
spondence with other departments of the State, 
and to conduct alle orrespondence with gener al 
officers commanding on questions of military 
policy ; to lay hefore the Secreta: ‘y of State 
an annual report stating clearly all the mili- 
tary requirements of the Empire.” 
Government nor the 
way to the 
appointment of an ofticer with purely 
consultative duties. Those are the duties 
which have been assigned in the first 
place to the Commander-in-Chiet ; but 
in the lengthy statement ‘of the noble 
and gallant Viscount he paid no attention 
whatever to the instructions charging 
him with those functions. and it appears 
to me that the noble and gallant Vis 
count entirely misapprehended the re- 
sponsibilities which have been placed 
on him. We felt that it was absolutely 
impossible that these duties should be 
adequately performed by a man who 
was overburdened and overwhelmed 


Neither the late 


present Government saw its 
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by the duty of superintending, and who 
had the personal responsibility for the 
charge of the innumerable departments 
which are concerned in the adminis- 
tration of the Army. 

[t was not with the intention of lowering 
the status or diminishing the authority 
of the Commander-in-Chief that he was 
relieved of the responsibility of the direct 
superintendence of the various depart- 
ments of the War Office, but mainly with 
the object of giving him the time and 


the opportunity to discharge those 
most important duties to which 
I have referred. The noble and 
gallant Viscount said yesterday that 


he might be told that, in spite of the 
defects otf administration which he 
pointed out, much in connection with 
the recent campaign had been done with 
great efficiency. A large force had been 
mobilised, provided with supplies, and 
despatched with creditable promptitude 
to South Africa. But my noble friend 
suid that the result, which he admitted, 
was not due in any respect to the system 
under which it had been done. but 
solely to the individual exertions of the 
admirable and meritorious officers en- 
gaged. Surely that was a_ statement 
somewhat begging thequestion. If the 
work had been well done, it could not 
have been well done under a 
which was absolutely faylty and detective. 
No individual exertion on the part of 
any man—and we most cheertully ae- 
knowledge those exertions were ably and 
willingly given—could have secured that 
satisfaction if the system had been so 
radically wrong as the noble Viscount 
asks us to believe. The noble Viscount 
said there was no parallel for such a sys- 
tem as that which has been established 
by the late Order in Council. I do not 
know what foundation the noble Viscount 
has for that statement. I think he said 
that China was the only country whose 
military organisation at all resembled 
ours. [ think it far more 


system 


would be far 
accurate to say that no parallel could be 
found in any civilised military organisa- 
tion for that which he regrets. 

Take the case of France. 


You will 


not find in France any official in the 
position of Commander-in-Chief charged 
with responsibility for the whole of the 
administration of the army which the 
noble Viscount desires to see established. 
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You have in France a War Minister, 
who no doubt is, generally speaking, a 
soldier, but who need not be so. But, 
whether he is a soldier or not, you have 
under the War Minister no officer who 
stands in any way approaching the posi- 
tion of the Commander-in-Chief which 
the noble Viscount desires to re-establish. 
In the military organisation of France, 
which I suppose the noble Viscount 
admits to be a great military nation, I 
defy him to point out any official who 
occupies the position which he would 
assign in our Army to the Commander- 
in-Chief. Take the case of Germany. 
You have there, no doubt, a Commander- 
in-Chief. Who is that Commander-in- 
Chiet ? He is the Emperor himself ; 
and it cannot be alleged that the German 
Emperor, having the control and conduet, 
not of the army alone, but of every 
other department of the Government, 
stands in the position which the noble 
Viscount would desire to be occupied by 
the Commander-in-Chief. In Germany, 
under the Emperor, there is not one 
ofticer, but three officers of equal status 
and position, who jointly divide the 
responsibility for the administration of 
the army—the War Minister-in-Chief, 
the General Staff and Military Captain, 
and the Chief of the General Staff. Those 
three are co-equal, and receive orders 
direct from the Emperor. They cannot 
issue orders to one another, and have 
no personal command over the troops. 
In addition to these three, between 
whom the administrative duties of the 
department are divided, there are a 
great number of corps commanders 
owing allegiance to no one except the 
Emperor himself. I therefore defy the 
noble Viscount to point to any system 
of military administration existing in 
Europe which in the slightest degree 
corresponds to that to which the noble 
Viscount invites this House to return. 


One word more. The noble Vis- 
count used an analogy which is 


fundamentally at fault. He said this 
system which we have adopted was 
not the system adopted in India, in 
Ireland, or even in the command of a 
regiment. He said that the general 
officer commanding in Ireland or a 
general officer commanding a division or 
brigade here was given complete control 
over his own staff. That analogy is, in 
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misleading. 
differ not only in their magnitude com- 
pared with the administration of the 
whole Army, but altogether in their 
character. These officers of whom the 
noble Viscount was speaking are officers 
responsible solely for the command 
given to them; they have nothing to 
do with their food, their clothing, their 
equipment, their housing, or their arms. 
The Commander-in-Chief whom the 
noble Viscount wishes to re-estab- 
lished would be responsible net-only for 
the discipline and training of the Army. 
but for all those other requisites which | 
have enumerated. Therefore I say there 
is no sort of analogy between the control 
which we rightly give to officers placed 
in these positions and the control which 
the noble Viscount desires to assume over 
every officer of the War Office ecncerned 
in the administration of the Army. 

I am far from saying that the present 
system is the only possible one, or is 
certainly and absolutely the best. My 
noble friend behind me (Lord Lans- 
downe) submitted that the experience of 
five years will probably show that modifi- 
cations are required, and that there are 
different systems to which, it we thought 
fit, we might revert. It might be possi- 
ble to divide the administration of the 
Army between a Commander-in-Chief 
solely responsible for training and disci- 
pline and another officer responsible for 
the supply and materiel of the Army. 
That is a system which has been tried in 
this country, and which, probably for 
sufficient reasons, has been given up. | 
do not say that certain modifications 
of that system might not possibly be 
found better than the system established 
mainly on the recommendations of the 
last Royal Commission. But of one thing 
[ am quite certain: that it would be a 
fatal mistake to return to the system 
which was condemned unanimously by 
the late Royal Commission ,and endeavour 
to overwhelm the unfortunate officer 
placed in the position of Commander- 
in-Chief with nominal supervision, con- 
trol, and responsibility over a vast series 
of departments with the business of 
which it is absolutely impossible for 
him to grapple. 


Tue Eart or ROSEBERY : My Lords, 
I have listened with the greatest interest 
The Duke of Devonshire. 


see 
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my opinion, totally and fundamentally , 
The duties of these officers) I think we should be sincerely indebted 
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to this debate, for the inception of which 


to the noble Duke opposite. For my 
part. I shall make but few remarks, and 
endeavour to do what I think has not 
always been the cae with other speakers 
—confine myself to the point really ay 
issue. We had last night from the 
noble Viscount on the benches 
what I impartially thought was a publie- 
spirited effort to call attention, in the 
interests of the public, not in his own, to 


CTOSS 


‘some defects which he had found in the 


practical working of the present Army 
system. I hoped that in reply to that 
we should have heard from the Seeretary 
of State who is responsible for the last 
five vears for the working of that system 
arguments which would have 
countered those adduced by the nobk 
Viscount in his exhaustive speech. 
In reply, Il am sorry to say we had that 
lamentable and unseemly attack which 
I think every speaker except the noble 
Duke on the front bench has qualified 
with the severest censure—the lament- 
able and unseemly attack on the personal 
advice and responsibility of the noble 
Viscount which. even had it been in 
place, had no reference whatever to the 
question at issue. 

What reference has it to the relations 
of the Commander-in-Chiet to the Seere- 
tary of State whether the Commander- 


some 


in-Chiet thought Ladysmith a good 
place of arms or not? It was not a 


question whether the Commander-in- 
Chief was a good commander-in-chiet 
or not—that you may argue out at any 
time you may think convenient. The 
point was whether under the Order in 
Council of 1895 the relations of the 
Commander-in-Chief and the Secretary 
of State were so adjusted as to be a 
working arrangement ; and to impugn 
the judgment, ability, or industry of the 
Commander-in-Chiet — individually — has 
nothing whatever to do with that. | 
regret very much to make that observa- 
tion. If, however, the case as laid down 
by the noble Marquess could have been 
in any way made more disastrous to the 
interests of the public service at large 
it would have been by the suggestion ot 
the noble Duke who has just sat down. 
He invited the noble Viscount to re- 
criminate. He said we should be only 
too happy to hear what he has to say in 


reply, or any charges he has to make. 
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Tue DukE oF DEVONSHIRE: That 
is not what I said. What I said was that 
it would be more satisfactory and useful, 
and that I hoped the late Commander- 
in-Chief would take the opportunity of 
giving instances of the actual incon- 
yenience or failures which had been the 
result of the defective organisation of 
which he complained. 


or 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY: [I am 
within the recollection of the House. 
The noble Duke may be mistaken in what 
he said, but he certainly invited the noble 
Viscount to recriminate. I am sorry | 
cannot aecept that contradiction. But 
even if it be true, what a position would 
be occupied by this House, and by this 
Government, so far as it is responsible to 
this House, if it were to be turned into a 
cockpit where the ex-Necretary of State 
for War and the ex-Commander-in-Chiet 
were to exhaust their personal differences 
ina personal discussion ! But, my Lords, 
[Teall on the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs to testify himself, out of his own 
mouth, to the validity of the doctrine 
which [ lay down. He spoke, I think, 
with admirable irony last night in con- 
gratulating the noble Viscount on having 
freed himself from his _ self-imposed 
muzzle. Last year we did not under- 
stand that the muzzle was entirely self- 
imposed. We were very anxious last 
year to obtain some expert opinion as to 
the proposals and policy ot the noble 
Marquess, and the answer we got was that 
it would be indecent and improper if the 
Commander-in-Chief were to appear in 
this House and to appear in any way in 
conflict or at variance with the opinion 
of the civilian Secretary of State. 

My Lords, I think on that painful 
aspect of the question enough has been 
said, and I wish, with all my heart, that 
no cause had been given by the Govern- 
ment for saying anything on the subject. 
The real point at issue is not whether 
Lord Wolseley was a good Commander- 
in-Chief or not, or whether Lord Lans- 
downe was a good Secretary of State for 
War or not ; it is whether the arrange- 
ments under the Order in Council of 1895 
have worked well and are calculated to 
work well. And on that point, I confess 
I have heard a good many remarks, but 
very few which seemed to me to touch the 
point at issue. The only point of the 


{5 Marcu 1901} 





538 


speech of the noble Duke the President 
ot the Council for National Defence— 
that fantastic body which we are always 
attempting to grasp, but which always 
evades us—the only point which was 
really valuable was the light he threw 
on the evolution of the Commander-in- 
Chief. What did he say? He read us 
out copious passages from his Report. 
He lingered over them with something 
of paternal pride; he said—* After all, 
I got almost everybody to sign it,” and 
he endeavoured to present a picture of 
concord in connection with that Report 
which, | am bound to say, is glaringly 
at variance with the facts, because, when 
the noble Marquess, in the exercise of his 
discretion, proposed to abolish the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, the other most leading 
member of the Commission at once re- 
sponded with a proposal to abolish the 
Secretary of State for War. But what we 
really have ascertained from the inci- 
dental remarks of my noble friend the 
noble Duke was this, that he wanted 
to abolish the Commander-in-Chief. 
Well, if it be sound and wise, there can 
be no objection to that course. But he 
said, * On consideration, it appeared to 
the late Government and ourselves ’— 
why should he drag in the late Govern- 
ment to shelter behind them in such a 
matter as this ?—‘‘it appeared to the 
late Government and ourselves that there 
was some disadvantage in abolishing 
nominally the office of Commander-in- 
Chief.’ And, therefore, what happened 
was this: the noble Duke, so far as we 
can gather from his own remarks. with a 
determination to abolish the office of Com- 
mander-in-Chief, kept it nominally in the 
hierarchical system ; and it is from that 
origin and source, I believe, that all the 
mistakes and all the friction have arisen. 

We are asked by the ofticial vindieators 
of the system, “‘ What has the Comman- 
der-in-Chief to complain of?” The 
Under Secretary for War, whose manly 
and breezy speech we listened to with 
so much pleasure last night, pre- 
sented an almost ideal picture—a picture 
that might have been painted by Theo- 
eritus—of the pleasures of the life of a 
Commander-in-Chief. “What has he to 
complain of ! The communication with 
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the Secretary of State is through my 
room, and | can testify that there is con- 
stant communication—too much for my 
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personal comfort. What does he com- 
plain of 2 Every source of information 
is open to his investigation. Has he any 
views about discipline? I assure the 
House that no question affecting disci- 
pline is ever settled without consulting 
the Commander-in-Chief,”’ and _ so forth. 
But he did not tell us, and no speaker on 
the Government side has told us, this: 
Is there any Commander-in-Chief in 
Europe, or even in China—to go to the 
country which appears to fix the atten- 
tion of the noble and gallant Viseount— 
is there any Commander-in-Chiefin the 
world to whom the training and the 
discipline of the army is not entrusted ? 
Is there any independent speaker in this 
House who will get up and say that there 
is a Commander-in-Chief in the world to 
whom the training and discipline of the 
army is not entrusted? If it be so, I 
should like to know the character of that 
army and the quantum of success it has 
met with in the field. 

[ venture to differ from what fell from 
the noble Earl on the front bench here. 
He read several citations which, I think, 
were intended to prove that the position 
ot the Commander-in-Chief was an 
entirely desirable one, and that the rela- 
tions of the Commander-in-Chief to the 
Secretary of State under the present 
warrant were such as they should be. 
He quoted one illustrious name, a name 
that will never be quoted in this country 
without veneration. He quoted the 
Duke of Wellington; and he said that 
the Duke of Wellington had said that 
these funections—my noble friend forgot 
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to sav what the functions were—could | 


only be adequately discharged by the 
Secretary otf State. Does my noble 
friend believe for one moment that the 
sreat Duke of Wellington would have 
accepted the office ot Commander-in-Chief 
as it was held by the noble and gallant 
Viscount ! Lf he does, he lives in a fool’s 
paradise. There was no Secretary of 
State at all in the life of the Duke of 
Wellington. What he was referring to 
was the financial system of the War Office, 
which he said would be more properly 
dealt with by a Financial Secretary for 
War than by the Commander-in-Chief, 
who had no relation to that point. I 
believe the whole mischief of this business 
has arisen from one ot the qualities of 
our political intelleet —which is, when you 


The Eurl of Toseberv. 








Administration. 540 


find that a thing is not working well, to 
rush at once into the farthest opposite 
extreme. I do agree with what has 
fallen from the Minister, that under the 
scheme of 1888 there was too much 
centralisation in the position of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief. That, at any rate, 
might have been remedied. What does 
not seem to me to have been necessary 
is this: that, starting with that funda- 
mental principle, the reformers, of whom 
my noble friend the noble Duke was the 
head, should have rushed to the other 
extreme and centralised everything in 
the Secretary of State tor War. lea ving 
the Commander-in-Chief as a pale shadow, 
competent and permitted, if he chose. to 
give advice on subjects at large. 

We have had one or two illustrations 
of what the position of. the Commander- 
in-Chief is, and I think 
that under the system administered by 
the noble Marquess, and which, I suppose, 
was founded on the Commission of my 
noble friend the noble Duke, there has 
been an attempt to thrust the Com- 
mander-in-Chiet altogether into the 
background and substitute the person ot 
the Secretary of State. We had the 
incident of all the communieations 
directed to commanding officers being 
sent not to the Commander-in-Chief. but 
to the Secretary of State. And I con- 
fess I find myself in cordial agreement 
with what has fallen from the noble 
Viscount upon that point. How is it 
possible for regimental officers to hold 
their Commander-in-Chief in that esteem 
in which he shouldbe held if he is not 
allowed to send any communication t 
them except through the channel and 
person of the Secretary of State ? 

I do not propose to trespass any longe 
upon your Lordships’ time, because | 
feel that, as a layman having no experi- 
ence of the War Office, | have no clain 
to your attention. But I have the 
deepest and strongest sense of the gravity 
of the question at issue. It is not a 
question of Lord Lansdowne or Lord 
Wolseley, or of this Government or that 
Government ; it is a question of the 
businesslike working of our Administra- 
tion. Now, you have centralised in the 
Secretary of State the administration o! 
Army Estimates, which have mounted 
to eighty-eight millions sterling, and 0! 


we must admit 


-an Army that approaches half a million 
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ofmen. You have never had such asitu- | the long run Parliament will insist on 
ation in the history of Great Britain, and, knowing more than it knows now. I 
[ think that in these changed circum- quite believe that it is impossible that, 
stances it does behove the Government in the heat of debate and in the publicity 
to examine once more the system which of Parliament, there should be elaborate 
they founded in 1895, and against which | statements made which would reveal all 
so stringent a series of accusations has our strength or all our weakness to the 
been brought by the Commander-in-Chief public eye. Even with regard to that 
who has had large experience of them. there has been much exaggeration, 
The noble Marquess last year con- because I venture to say that there is 
stantly told us that we were to look to no intelligence department of any first- 
him, and that we must not look beyond , rate Power that does not know a hundred 
him. Let me say frankly that I do not} times more of our strength and of our 
think that is possible. [ do not > weakness than the British Parliament 
think that in the present situation itself. It is only we, Members of the 
of the world the vital matters of) British Parliament, who are compelled, 
the defence of the country, of its mil- like ostriches, to bury our heads in the 
tary organisation, of the administration sand. But I have never been able to 
of this enormous Army and this enor- ynderstand, except on account of the 
mous sum, can be left solely to the extraordinary innate administrative con- 
personal responsibility of the Secretary) servatism of Parliament in this country, 
of State. I fully admit that the pro-| why it should not be possible for a Com- 
ceeding recommended by the noble and mittee of Parliament to meet the Secre- 
gallant Viscount was a great flaw in his | tary of State and the officials of the War 
speech. It is quite impossible that when | Office and of the Admiralty in secret— 
the Secretary of State and the Comman- for I admit it must be secret—to test to 
der-in-Chief differ they should appeal some extent by personal examination 
tothe publie as to which is right. Where what is the real efficieney of our naval 
is the public! Who are the public?) and military forces. : 
If you ask me to go into the street to-| [believe that unless you have some 
morrow and find the publie [| should) sneh system as that you ‘will never have 
have the greatest difficulty in doing SO. | a real and a safe guarantee that our 
1 do not believe the noble Viscount | forces are in the condition they should 
himself has the faintest notion of what! be. I know that it is urged, and I think 
the public is. Is it the threepenny | the noble Viscount hinted at. something 
press, or the penny press, or the half-! of the kind—I speak under correction— 
penny press? Is it the press at all?) that some certificate might be given to 
Is it Parliament? Where is it? I) the Commander-in-Chief that all things 
think when you come to analyse the word | were as they should be in regard to our 
“public” you will see how fruitless is | forces and our stores. That, I think, 
that suggestion. But, on the other) would be a difficult matter. It would 
hand, [ do not believe it is possible to | place the Secretary of State at the merey 
continue the hidebound system of abso- | of the Commander-in-Chief, and when 
lute secrecy and of personal responsi-| their relations were of such a harmonious 
bility of one individual as it exists at the) character as those which appear to have 
present moment. I confess I find it very | existed during the past five years I think 
difficult to suggest a remedy; and | jt would only add to the difficulty of the 
remedies of this kind should not be! situation. Moreover, I recollect the case 
proposed hy unofficial people or in an | of a Government that was impugned on 
offhand manner. |the very question of the sufficiency of 
[ look with the greatest confidence, | stores, and which, having a certificate 
honest confidence, from the indications | of sufficiency from the Commander-in- 
he has given, to the Secretary of State’s| Chief, was overthrown that very night. 
proposals, which he is to make in so short | Therefore, I do not think the question 
a time; and I would not venture to! of a certificate from the Commander-in- 
anticipate what they may be ; but I hope | Chief would adequately meet the matter. 
they may be drastic and go to the root | Whether my suggestion of a Committee 
of the evil. I believe, however, that in| such as obtains in other countries would 
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meet the point I do not know. I make 
it in good faith, and I suggest it for the 
consideration of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment ; but I do most strongly feel, and 
I think the course of the debate has 
shown, that things at present are not 
working on a businesslike footing, and 
that the sooner they are put on such a 
footing the better it will be for the 
Government and the country. 


THe PRIME MINISTER ann LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of Sa.ts- 
pnury): My Lords, I am in the same 
position as the noble Earl who has just 
sat down in having no right from a 
professional or administrative experience 
to take part in this debate.  'Theretore 
I will only say a few words to correct 
a misapprehension into whieh TL think 
the noble Karl fell with respect to the 
real character of the controversy he 
tween the noble and gallant Viscount 
and my noble friend. The gist of the 
noble Viseount’s complaint was that his 
funetions, offices, and attributes were 
insufficient. The answer to him = was 
to read those functions, and at the same 
time to point out to him that we had 
always felt that he had shown that he 
did not fully appreciate the spirit: and 
multiplicity of the duties and responsi 
bilities with which he was entrusted. 
It was in reference to that circumstance 
that my noble friend behind me referred 
to one or two points on which he thought 
the noble Viscount had thrust aside 
matters which really belonged to him. 
and to which if he had given more 
adequate attention it would have been 
better for the public service ; but that 
there was any intention of making an 
attack on the noble and gallant Viscount 
| think nobody, except the noble Earl 
who has just sat down, seriously believes. 

My Lords, the difficulty of being 
plunged into technieal and professional 
matters of this kind must be very 
keenly felt hy uy civilian Member 
ot the House who attempts to take 
part in the debate. ‘To me it has always 
seemed very strange that things which 
appear evidently to the professional 
Member of very small importance appear 
to me to be of considerable importance. 
On the other hand, things which they 
elevate into great magnitude do not 


strike the civilian mind as being of | 


The Earl of Rosebery, 


{LORDS} 


| State 
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the same importance. What is the dis- 
pute which, as far as we can see, js 
now raging between the régime of 1888 
and the régime of 1895? It is admitted 
on all hands that the Secretary of State 
must be supreme. On the other hand, 
it is admitted on all hands that the 
Commander-in-Chiet must know every- 
thing, see every Paper, and be con- 
sulted in all matters of importance, 
The only difference is this: that under 
the regime of 1888 the Adjutant Generel], 
if he has a scheme, takes it direct to 
the Commander-in-Chief, who sends 
it on to the Secretary of State ; whereas 
under the regime of 1895 the Adjutant 
Ceneral oes first to the Seeretary ot 
State. who sends the proposal on to 
the Commander-in-Chiet. T omust) say 
that T think this debate has very much 
exaggerated the Imiportance ol the 
issue, and that there must be something 
else, something behind, which can have 
induced such able and 
to devote their minds so exclusively to 
this one point: and [think we saw it 
in the conelusion of the speech of the 
noble and gallant Viseount. 


eminent men 


It is said of a certain class of correspon- 
dent that the important observation 
always comes at the end. 1 think that 
applies to the speech of the noble and 
gallant Viscount. Ile told us. not as 
one of the main points on which he was 
insisting, but as something which oe- 
curred to him at the end, and which 
ought to be mentioned before he sat 
down, what was his solution ot any 
difficulties that might arise if the Com- 
mander-in-Chief and the Secretary ot 
were not of the same mind. | 
think he puzzled the House. He said we 
were to take the people into our confi 
dence, and to tell the press what we 
thought. and then the question at 
issue Was to he discussed openly. How 
vou were to decide which party was. to 
he vietorious | do not know. but. the 
result of the battle roval was to deter 
mine the particular deeision on which 
the Otfiee was divided. 1 allude to 
to this because | think it is the matter 
which is really at the bottom of our 
difficulty. [do not think the disputants, 
especially if they are military disputants, 
have entirely realised that the Army 
is under Parliament. and that the Minister 
who controls the Army does it as one 
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who is responsible to Parliament and system can be radically changed. That 
represents all the authority which Par- is where the shoe pinches—that the men 
lament possesses. Unless you keep that who know or who ought to know, 
steadily in mind, no doubt you will see namely, the experts, are not the men to 
many anomalies in our military system | decide the dispute in question ; but the 
and its relations to the civil power. decision, if it accords with their view at 
But it is no use comparing your Army §all, must be brought about by the con- 
with the army of France or of America, | cession of the civilian and the politician, 
or of Germany or of Russia. They all’ There is one point with regard to ex- 
differ in that one point, that the Parlia- perts that is not sufficiently borne in 
mentary system of governing the Army | mind. If the experts were a concen- 
does not exist among them. trated body always giving one opinion, 
We must accommodate ourselves to |no doubt their authority would be very 
the present state of things. Everybody | overwhelming. But experts, as we know, 
knows historically how it has grown up, | often differ in opinion. I remember Sir 
and everybody knows that it is inter- George Cornewall Lewis laying it down 
twined too closely with all the fibres of ,in Parliament that if you could find a 
our Constitution to justify anyone who distinguished man, an expert in any 
iorms his projects and bases his reasoning | field of thought, laying down a definite 
on the supposition that this relation | opinion you would always find another 
can be modified. At the end you must} man equally eminent laying down an 
have an Army governed by Parliament, | opinion in exactly the opposite direction. 
governed by a Minister who is responsible Therefore, to tell us that the expert 
to Parliament, and in any difference of | should rule military controversies when 
opinion, whatever it may be, the Com- they arise is not entirely to set at rest 
mander-in-Chief must be the subordinate all the difficulties with which we are 
of the Secretary of State. He may not | confronted ; and even if the wish of 
like that ; military men may not like it, | some Members were gratified by putting 
but there it is. It is one of the bed-rock | the decisions of the Commander-in-Chiet 
circumstanees of the situation, some-| above those of the Secretary of State 
thing from which you cannot depart ; | you would really only have removed your 
and you must devote your minds to. difficulty by one stage. Because who 
making it work, as it has worked, in the is the Commander-in-Chief ? He may 
main, hitherto very well, and take care | differ from other military men ; he may 
that it produces in the future, as it has} be in profound sympathy with the 
produced in the past, results which it | Government of the day, or he may be 
would have been impossible to produce the reverse of being in sympathy with 
in any foreign country. I feel that this| the Government of the day—and, con- 
debate will be lost upon us unless we | sidering the mode of his appointment 
take care to guide ourselves by that | and the cireumstances under which he 
chief and = predominant principle. In| holds office, that is not an impossible 
speech after speech from military men, | contingency. I do not think, therefore, 
men who know the language and spirit | that the supremacy of the Commander- 
of the War Office, it is easy to detect a in-Chief of a military nation, even if it 
desire that military problems shall only | were possible to obtain it, would solve 
be solved by military men; but any | all the difficulties by which we are sur- 
attempt to take the opinion of the expert | rounded, and I feel very strongly that we 
above the opinion of the politician must, | should only lose our way if we attempted 
in view of all the circumstances of our| to reach a solution without regarding 
Constitution, inevitably fail. It must not the traditions which our Constitution 
he supposed that in such contests the has handed down. 
expert must win. In all these diseus-, [| quite concur in hoping that the 
sions there is an evident and growing | military minds which apply themselves 
desire to shake free of this necessity. 1 | to the reconstitution of these mysterious 
thought I traced it even in the peroration | Orders in Council may remove any 
of the noble Earl, although I am sure he | defects that may be found. Not enter- 
is too good and constitutional a statesman | taining myself that belief in the efficacy 
to entertain any idea that the existing | of the Orders in Council which evidently 
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penetrates many minds, I do not regard ) 1 
the result as being of vast importance. , 
And if I may sit down with an observa- 
tion which is such a platitude and such 
a truism that everybody will agree with 
it, but which yet seems to me to be in 
variably neglected, it is that the success of 
your military system, the victories you are | 
to win, the results of all your efforts, are 
not obtained by any machine, however 
theoretically just, however carefully 
polished, but will be attained, and have 
been attained in every age of history, 
simply by the strength and _brillianey 
and vigour of the men you employ. 


Viscount WOLSELEY: Before the 
debate closes T am sure your Lordships 
will allow me to say a very few words of 
personal explanation in reference to the 
remarks made yesterday by the Foreign 
Secretary directly reflecting upon my 
conduct as Commander-in-Chief. 1 con- 
fess that [ was surprised, as well as 
pained, at the personal tone which the 
Foreign Secretary gave to the debate. | 
hope that. in your Lordships’ opinion at 
all events, this was not caused by any 
personal remarks made by me when 
expressing my disapproval of the Order 
in Council 1895. IL intended, as | 
said, to discuss the present Army system 


as a system, apart altogether from 
persons. [am not aware that | deviated , 


from that line in any respect whatsoever. 
With regard to the reflection made upon 
me, I will only say that no documents or 
other evidence of any sort or kind, either 
to prove or disprove them, are at present 
in the possession of this House. The 
noble Marquess has promised to lay on | 
the Table a memorandum by me upon | 
which he commented very severely. I) 
trust that, in justice to me, he will also 
lay on the Table a full statement of the 
circumstances under which that doeu- | 
ment was prepared. It will then be 
apparent that the memorandum was 
not a statement voluntarily presented 
by me to the Prime Minister, as the 
House may have supposed, but an ex- 
pression of my opinion drawn up in | 
obedience to directions I received from | 
the Prime Minister himself, and which, 
as I considered only straightforward and 
right, | showed to my chief, the present 
Foreign Minister, betore | forwarded it | 
to the Prime Minister. I do not propose 


The Marquess of Salisbury, 


{LORDS} 


to be on fire. 


‘to extinguish the flames. 
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now further to enter upon the strictures 
of the noble Marquess who spoke yester- 
day, and who found fault with me so 
severely and so unaccountably at the 
time. ‘To do so would be foreign to the 
subject now before the House. I only 
ask your Lordships to reserve your 
opinion and judgment, as it is probable 
; that on a future occasion I may call 
attention to these allegations. , 


THE UNITED IRISH LEAGUE AND 
CRIME IN IRELAND—MURDER OF 
HUGH THOMPSON. 

*TneE Eart or DARTREY: My Lords, 

I rise to call attention to the murder of 

Hugh Thompson, near Enniskillen, in 

the month of Mareh, 1900, and to ask 

His Majesty's Government if any person 

has been, or is likely to he, brought to 

trial for this erime. This murder is of 

a class only too well known in Treland, 

but in order that your Lordships may 

he aequainted with the facets, [will 
ciretimstances 


ISOS, the 


mention a few of the 
which led up to it. In June, 
tenant of a small farm adjoining the 
about a dozen miles 
was evieted. Shortly 
who desired to take 


village of Beleoo. 
from Enniskillen, 
afterwards a man 
the farm entered into negotiations with 
the landlord, but when this became 
known considerable feeling was excited 
in the neighbourhood. In the beginning 
of November he received a threatening 
letter advising him to have nothing to 
do with the farm, and giving him the 
significant hint that there was plenty of 
powder and shot in Ireland. This letter 
purported to emanate from the Irish 


| National Federation, but was not signed. 


The man, however, paid no attention to 
the letter, and took possession of the 
farm. In the following June a public 
meeting was held in the village of Beleoo 
at which he was denounced—not by 
name, but quite unmistakably—by a 
speaker who, I believe, was a Member of 
Parliament. He was afterwards severely 
boyeotted. Nobody would buy from 


‘him and nobody would sell to him, but 


he eventually succeeded in finding a man 
who did a few odd jobs for him, sold a few 
eattle for him, and so on. At the end of 
October two of his haystacks were found 
The alarm was given, but 
nobody from the village would attempt 
Legal pre- 
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ceedings followed, and the county court {at the present moment there does not 
judge awarded him £60 compensation. | seem to be any further information 
The decision was appealed against, and | upon which a charge could be preferred 
the case went to the Enniskillen assizes. | with success. Four men have been 
It did not come on during the first sitting | arrested and charged with the crime ; 
of the Court, and the tenant of the farm | two of them were shortly afterwards 
returned in the evening to Belcoo, | discharged, and the other two were re- 
accompanied by Hugh Thompson, who! manded from time to time, but were 
was his principal witness. From Belcoo | ultimately discharged by the magistrates 
Thompson started to walk home, a dis- owing to the absence ot sufficient evi- 
tance of three miles, but was murdered | dence. I can assure the noble Earl that 
within a mile or so of the village. The | the police are doing their utmost to 
next day, when the case came on, the| discover the perpetrators of this crime. 
judge used the following language— Investigation is still being vigorously 
“The boycotting took place at the instance pursued, but there have been no — 
of a body calling itself the United Irish League. | developments calculated to bring the 
How has it culminated? One of the witnesses | guilty party to justice. 
in this case has been brutally, atrociously, 
and cowardly murdered on his way home. EARLY CLOSING OF SHOPS. 


Four months later, in his address tothe} The Lords following were named of 
grand jury at Cork, where another | the Select Committee :-— 
case of murder was coming before him, D 
the judge alluded to this Enniskillen 
murder, and said— 

“At the last spring assizes I had a case 
before me in which a threatening letter to the 
tenent of an evicted farm was succeeded by a 


| 








. Marlborough. 
M. Salisbury. 

FE. Stamford. 

E. Hardwicke. 


EK. Romney. 


meeting of the United Irish League alongside E. Verulam. , 
the farm. Then came the burning of the L. Bp. Winchester 

tenant’s hay, and finally, the night before | | ‘ B., Lhe aor 

heard the claim for compensation, the princi- » ST aesey- 

= witness was brutally murdered on his way L. Avebury. 

ome.” 


ee en oi , : The Committee to meet on Friday 
This crime is attributed by the judge to} next at a quarter before Four o'clock, 
the influence of the United Irish League. | and to appoint their own chairman. 
which is. I believe. still flourishing . 


amongst us, its usual methods of intimi- : ; 
House adjourned at five minutes past 


dation being emphasised by occasional Seven of the clock to Thursday 
outrage. People are asking themselves next, half-past Ten of the clock. 
{ 


rather freely in Ireland how many more 
murders it will take before His Majesty's 
Government will see fit to suppress the HOUSE OF COMMONS 
United Irish League in the same way as perter e 
its predecessors, the Land League and the Tuesday, 5th March, 1901. 
National League, were suppressed. I do 
not know that there is very much diffe- 
rence between them except in name. 
Unless something is done to put a stop 
to these outrages there will be an induee- | rae ey saa: 

ment to well-disposed persons to obey the | awe Bee DURES). om ae 
laws of the United Irish League instead | ‘ ees 
of the laws of the land. 








Several other Members took and sub- 
| scribed the Oath. 


The COMPTROLLER OF THE HOUSEHOLD 
/reported His Majesty’s Answer to the 
Address, as followeth :— 


THe Ear. oF DENBIGH: My Lords, 


I regret to say that the account which “T have received with great satisfac- 
has been given by the noble Earl of the} — tion the loyal and dutiful expression of 
singularly brutal murder of this unfor-| your thanks for the Speech with which 
tunate man Thompson appears to be only | I opened the present Session of Parlia- 


too accurate. I also regret to say that; ment.” 
\ 
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LONDON WATER (PURCHASE) BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
proposed to take the Second Reading on 
the 25th instant. 


Sir F. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge) protested against a 
date being thus fixed upon without first 
extending to him, as an opponent, the 
courtesy of consulting him. He had not 
been approached in any way. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Baronet 
objects, the matter stands over until to- 
morrow, and then he will have an oppor- 
tunity of consulting the promoters. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
the Local Government Board, the London 
water companies, and other interests con- 
cerned were all agreed that 25th March 
would be the most convenient day, 


Mr. CALDWELL said it was impos- 
sible for the promoters to know every 
opponent. 


Sir F. DIXON-HARTLAND: But I 
have given written notice of opposition. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: The hon. Mem- 
ber for West Marylebone agreed with 
the members of the London County 
Council that 25th March would be a suit- 
able day. 


Sir F. DIXON-HARTLAND: Very 
well; I will offer no objection then. 


Debate adjourned accordingly. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 


Burgess Hill Water Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


{COMMONS} 


( 


_ favour ; to lie upon the Table. 
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FAIRFORD AND CIRENCESTER RAIL. 
WAY BILL. 


MOND GAS BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


PETITIONS. 





CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 
Petition from East Dulwich, for altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
TION SCHOOLS). 

Petitions for alteration of Law, 
from Derby; New Mills; Blackburn ; 
Fenny Stratford ; Shepley ; Thornton in 
Craven ; Steeton with Eastburn ; Sutton 
in Keighley ; Walmersley and Ramsbot- 
tom ; Acton ; and Dewsbury ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION 
CODE). 

Petition from Leith, for alteration ; to 
lie upon the Table, 


(SCOTCH 


OFFICERS OF THE INDIAN STAFF 
CORPS. 
Six hundred and fourteen Petitions 
from Officers of the Indian Staff Corps, 
for redress of grievances ; to lie upon the 


Table. 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 
TION ACT, 1896. 
Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Epsom ; Ashton-in-Makerfield ; and Acton ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Little Heath, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL, 

Petiticns in favour, from Govan ; Aber- 
deen ; Windermere ; Glasgow ; Newcastle 
on-Tyne ; and Kilmalcolm ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 


CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Three Petitions from Gourock, in 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
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BANKRUPTCY (IRELAND). 
Return [presented 6th December, 1900] 
to be printed. [No. 75.] 


(TELEGRAPH MONEY 
ORDERS). 

Copy presented, of Additional Articles 
to the Convention of the 7th, 12th 
September, 1881, relative to the exchange 
of Money Orders betweenthe United King- 


PUST OFFICE 


Kingdom of Sweden, dated Ist to 8th 
September, 1900 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 21st February, 1901, granting a 
retired allowance to Mr. W. H. F. Crock- 
shank, a Second Division Clerk, Money 
Order Office, General Post Office, under 
the Act [by Aet]; to lie upon the Table. 


NAVY (DOCKYARD EXPENSE 
ACCOUNTS, 1899-1900). 

Annual Accounts presented, for 1899- 
1900, of Shipbuilding and Dockyard 
Transactions, etc., with Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 76.] 


ROYAL UNIVERSITY IRELAND. 

Copy presented, of Nineteenth Report 
of the Royal University of Ireland, being 
for the year 1900 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


OF 


THE TABLE BY 
HOUSE. 


Further 


PAPERS LAID UPON 
THE CLERK OF THE 


1. Controverted Elections 
b] 


Marcu 1901} 


Return.—Copy of Minutesof Evidenceand ° 


Judgment in the Borough of Islington 


(West Division) Election Trial [ordered | SOUTH 


22nd February ; Mr. Attorney General). 

2. Bridlington Piers and Harbour.— 
Copy of Abstract of the General Annual 
Account for the year ending 26th July, 
1900 [by Act]. 


UNFUNDED DEBT. 

Return ordered, “of the amount of 
the Unfunded Debt on the 27th day of 
February, 1901, showing upon what terms 
and‘for: what period it has been raised.” 
—(Siv Edgur Vincent.) 


dom of Great Britain and Ireland and the | "he 
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Questions. 
CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS. 


WEST ISLINGTON ELECTION PETITION. 
Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that 
he had received from the Judges ap- 
pointed to try the several Election Peti- 
tions the following Certificate and Report 
relating to the West Division of the 


Borough of Islington ;—- 


The Election Petition for the West Division 
of the Borough of Islington, 1900. 


The Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868. 


Corrupt and Illegal Practices Acts, 
1854-1895. 
To the Right Honourable the Speaker 
of the House of Commons. 

We, Sir William Rann Kennedy, Knight, 
and Sir Charles John Darling, Knight, Judges of 
His Majesty’s High Court of Justice, and two 
of the judges on the rota for the time being 
for the trial of Election Petitions in England 
and Wales, Do hereby, in pursuance of the 
above written Acts, Certify that we duly held 
a Court at the Royal Courts of Justice, Strand, 
London, on the 14th, 15th, 16th, 17th, 18th, 
2Ist, and 30th days of January, 1901 (the last 
day the Court was occupied with the question 
of costs only), for the trial of the Election 
Petition for the West Division of the Borough 


‘of Islington, between Francis Hastings Med- 


hurst, Petitioner, and Thomas Lough, M.P., 
and Charles Gasquet, Returning Officer, 
Respondents. 

And, in further pursuance of the said Acts, 
we report that at the conclusion of the said 
trial we determined that the said Thomas 
Lough, the Member whose election was com- 
plained of, was duly elected and returned, and 
We Do Hereby Certify in writing such our 
determination to you. And we report that no 
charges were made in the said petition of any 
corrupt or illegal practices within the meaning 
of the Corrupt and Illegal Practices Prevention 
Acts. 

Dated this 4th day of March, 1901. 

W. R. KENNEDY. 
CHARLES DARLING. 


QUESTIONS. 


AFRICA — JAMESON RATID— 
LIABILITY OF THE BRITISH SOUTH 
AFRICA COMPANY. 

Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether he will under- 
take that the Government shall not for- 
mally give up the claim of the late South 
African Republic against the British South 
Africa Company in case of a proposal 
being made for the purchase by the 
| Government of the undertaking of the 
| Company. 

‘ 
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THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracu, Bris- 
tol, W.): I can only refer the hon. 
Member to my answer of yesterday—that 
this claim has been submitted to the law 
officers and that until we have received 
their opinion we can say nothing more. 


Str JOHN BRUNNER: I asked the 
right hon. Gentleman whether he would, 
on behalf of the Government, give an 
undertaking that this claim should not be 
formally abandoned. I have not under- 
stood that he has given me an answer to 
that question. 


Smirk M. HICKS BEACH: I am not 
bound to answer the question as to what 
the Government might or might not do 
in a hypothetical case. 


EXPENDITURE OF THE COLONIES 
FOR THEIR CONTINGENTS. 

Mr. CAUSTON (Southwark, W.): On 
behalf of the hon. Member for Dundee, I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can state approximately the 
expenditure incurred by the various 
colonies for pay of troops, equipment, or 
otherwise, in connection with the South 
African war. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, West): I am not in a position 
to make such a statement at present. I 
could only obtain it by application to 
all the colonies, and as the accounts are 
not yet closed I think the hon. Member 
will agree with me that it would be pre- 
mature to make the inquiry. 


PRESS PROSECUTIONS IN CAPE 
COLONY. 
Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeenshire, N.): 1) 


beg to ask the Secretary of State for the | 
Colonies if he will inform himself and | 


state to the House by whom proceedings 
have been taken against Mr. Albert Cart- 
wright, editor of the Scuth African News, 
and what these proceedings are ; whether 
he is charged with reprinting in his paper 
a letter alleging that on a_ particular 
oceasion Lord Kitchener had given in- 
structions that General De Wet’s force 
when surrounded should not be allowed 
to surrender ; and, if so, whether he is 
aware that the letter making this charge 
had already appeared in the Freeman's 


Journal of 15th January, and the part of ;I have not seen these reports, which I 


' 
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it conveying this charge in the London 
Times of 16th January. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I received 
a despatch yesterday from the Governor 
of the Cape Colony, from which it appears 
that proceedings were taken by the 
Attorney General of the Cape Colony on 
the charge of publishing a defamatory 
and seditious libel. The answer to the 
second and third questions is in the affir- 
mative. 

Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Holmfirth): Is it proposed to take 
similar proceedings against the London 
Times and the Freeman’s Journal ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That is 
not a question which should be addressed 
to me. 


PRECAUTIONS AGAINST 
AT CAPE TOWN. 
*Sin WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): I heg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he can 
state the number of cases of plague that 
have occurred at Cape Town, according to 
his latest advices, distinguishing the num- 
ber of Europeans and the number of 
natives attacked ; whether at the time oi 
the outbreak of the malady the authori- 
| ties at Cape Town had an adequate supply 
|of Haffkinine (prophylaetu vaccine) and 
of Yersius curative serum for dealing 
with an outbreak; whether a_ supply 
of these materials has since been sent out ; 
and whether he will lay upon the Table 
any reports received from Dr. Edington 
or Professor Simpson on the relation of 
the disease in rats to that in human 
beings. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : My infor- 
mation is not complete, but, as stated in 
the telegraphic bulletins which have been 
supplied by the Cape Government and 
published, there was a total of twenty 
cases for the week ending 16th February 
and twenty-nine cases remaining under 
treatment at that date; on 23rd 
February there were twenty-one re- 
maining under treatment. So far as | 
am aware there has been one European 
case. As to the second question, I have 
no information ; the matter is one for the 
responsible Government of the Cape 
Colony. In reply to the third question, 


PLAGUE 
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understand are being prepared for the in-| Africa have been removed either on 
formation of the Cape Government, and I | evidence given before courts of i inquiry or 
am not aware that they have been pub- on the recommendation of their superior 
lished by that Government. officers. In such cases the general officer 

. = /commanding satisfies himself that the 
*Sin WALTER FOSTER: Will the officer's case is fully before him before he 


right hon. Gentleman make inquiry as to | makes any recommendation to the War 
the second paragraph ? | Office. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : It is beyond | Mr. LAMBERT: May I ask whether, 


my province to inquire into a matter for | when cases have been under consideration 


which the Cape Government is solely re- | | by courts of inquiry, the officers concerned 
sponsible, but if the hon. Gentleman will faye been allowed to attend. 


speak to me privately I will try to get | 


the information he wants. | Mr. BRODRICK: As I told the House 
the other day, when an officer is sum- 
CONCENTRATION CAMPS—TREAT- | moned before a court of inquiry the court 
MENT OF BOER WOMEN. _is bound to hear him if he desires to be 
Mr. C.P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : I | ‘heard. Of course cases might come before 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for War | Courts of inquiry in which are mentioned 
if he can now state whether the wives | the names of officers whose attendance 
and children of Boers in the field are | ™#y not always be available. 
placed on precisely the same rations in) *Sin E, ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
the concentration camps as the other | field, Ecclesall): Is it possible for an 
women and children, or whether a dis-| officer to be condemned and removed as 
tinction is still maintained ; and, in the, | the result of a court of inquiry without 
latter case, whether he will give instruc- | havi ing an opportunity of being heard ? 


tions that all shall be treated alike. 
' allt oa i Mr. BRODRICK: An officer cannot 
Tue SECRETARY OF STATE FOR | be condemned by a court of inquiry, but 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild-| circumstances might come before the 
ford): I have nothing to add to the reply | authorities consequent upon an inquiry 
I gave on Friday, the Ist instant, to the | on which they might require to be satis- 
hon. Member for the Rushcliffe division fied, An officer’s case is fully gone into 
of Nottinghamshire.* Lord Kitchener is , hefore a decision is come to. - 
taking all possible steps to secure the 
humane treatment of refugees. ? Sir E. ai oi ie te om 
defending himse 
Mr. C. P. SCOTT: Will the right| ” °" OPPonumiy 0° “el é 


hon. Gentleman obtain the information? | Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) : Has it ever happened 
Mr. BRODRICK: Ido not think any | that an officer has been condemned with- 
more information can be obtained. I | out going before the court of inquiry ? 
leave Lord Kitchener a free hand in the | 
matter. | Mr. BRODRICK: There may be cases 
|in which an officer's name is mentioned 
MILITARY COURTS OF INQUIRY. | Whose attendance it is not possible to 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South | ©™SU?¢- 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of — Mr, COURTENAY WARNER: What 
State for War whether the cases of the hon, Members desire to be assured upon is 
officers who have been removed from the whether an officer can suffer by the 
Army, or their resignations enforced, for finding of a court of inquiry without he 
failure in South Afr ica, have been the | himself having heen heard. 
subject of courts of inquiry ; if so, have : 


all such officers been accorded the oppor-, [No answer was given. | 

tunity of attending and defending them- | 

selves, | NEGOTIATIONS A inl GENERAL 
} BC OTE a 


Mr. BRODRICK: Officers who have | 


failed in the field, or otherwise, in South } Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkaldy Burghs): I 


| beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 


* See page 180. whether he has any information to the 
| 
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effect that General Botha has intimated 
to Lord Kitchener his readiness to 
surrender on certain specified terms ; and, 
if so, whether there is any prospect of a 
successful issue of the negotiations. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have no state- 
ment to make on this subject. 


BRITISH SURRENDERS—COURTS.- 
MARTIAL. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can 
state what cases of surrender of troops in 
South Africa have been tried by courts- 


martial, and when he proposes to make | 


the findings and sentences public. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The question of 
the time and manner of the publication 
of the courts-martial referred to is under 
consideration. 


CIVIL LAWS IN THE TRANSVAAL. 
Sin CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 


the Secretary of State for War if he can | 
state what body of laws is being enforced | 


in the civil affairs of the Transvaal. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The laws now being 
enforced in the Transvaal are the statute 
laws of the Transvaal, subject to such 
alterations as the present abnormal state 
of the country renders necessary, 


TREATMENT OF COLOURED PERSONS | 


IN THE TRANSVAAL. 

*Sin CHARLES DILKE (Gloncester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether, by the Transvaal Pass Law, the 
rigid enforcement of which was asked for 
by the Rand Chamber of Mines, lashes 
at discretion may be inflicted for every 
second violation of its minute regulations, 
and whether by a clause introduced into 
the latest Transvaal Gold Law by the 
second Volksraad, every coloured work- 
man who is found to be negligent may 
be punished by lashes not exceeding 
twenty-five, while coloured includes every 
Indian or African British subject ; and if 
the attention of the Governor of the Trans- 
vaal will be called to such provisions, with 
a view to the better treatment of coloured 
persons. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The 
penalties referred to in the question are 
prescribed by the Pass Laws of 1895 and 
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| 1896, and by the Gold Laws for many 
| years past. The definition of “coloured” 
| undoubtedly includes British Indian and 
| African coloured subjects. Sir Alfred 
Milner is already alive to the need for 
| considering the revision of such legisla- 
tion, and I will call his attention to the 
special points referred to in the right 
| hon. Member's question. 


FOR TROOPS AT 

FRONT. 

Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, in view of the approach of 
colder weather in South Africa, the Goy- 
ernment will give the same facilities as 
they did last year for the transmission of 
extra comforts for men on service ; and 
| whether any information is available at 
the War Oftice which would indicate the 
| sort of extras which would be most 
acceptable, and the localities in which 
they are most needed. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The same facilities 
for the transmission of extra comforts 
will be granted as last year. I will give 
my hon. friend a copy of the Depart- 
mental Memorandum detailing suitable 
articles for the troops in South Africa. 
| Lord Kitchener, in reply to a telegram 

which I addressed to him on the subject, 

says that such extra comforts will be 
much appreciated, but I have no guidance 
as to localities. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Is it not the 
fact that many eases of comforts sent last 
Christmas never reached the unfortunate 
soldiers ? 


| COMFORTS THE 


| Mr. BRODRICK: Yes; there was a 


| great congestion of traftic on the railway. 


RETURN OF TROOPS. 

Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary of State for War, with reference to 
the Return of Military Forces in South 
Africa 1899-1901, where it appears that 
the number of officers who left South 
Africa for England, not invalids, was 
1,214, and the number of men and non- 

| commissioned officers and men was 11,109, 
a proportion of 1 to 9, whereas the pro- 
| portion to the strength of the Regular 
‘forces in South Africa on [st February, 
1901, under the heads of the Return, 1s 
about 1 to 32, whether he will state 
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the reason of this disproportion of officers 
returning, not invalids, allowance being 
made for the staff officers who have re- 
turned with their generals ; and whether 
he could state the number of this latter 
and of the staffs accompanying them. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The preparation of 
this Return would entail very consider- 
able labour, which I am not prepared to 
throw upon the department concerned. 


INDIAN RELIEFS. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
Ibeg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state what steps, if 
any, are being taken with reference to 
the reliefs for India upon the close of the 
war in South Africa, and also whether 
anything will be done to compensate the 
15,000 men now servingin India beyond 
the term of their engagement. 


Mr. BRODRICK : 


Men serving in 


India who are due for transfer to the | 


Reserve will be replaced by men having 
four years unexpired colour service from 
South Africa and home. It is not pro- 
posed to compensate soldiers retained 
with the colours under the Royal Procla- 
mation of 7th October, such retention 
being part of the liability which they 
accepted in their engagement. 


COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF IN IRELAND— 
H.R.H. THE DUKE OF CONNAUGHT. 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 

W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 

for War if he can give the date of the 

appointment of H.R.H. the Duke of 

Connaught to the position of Commander- 

in-Chietf of the Army in Ireland, and how 

many days since his appointment has His 

Royal Highness been at his post. 


Mr. BRODRICK: His Royal High- 
hess Was appointed to the command in 
Ireland on the 9th January, 1900, and 
has exercised the command since that 
date. I am not aware on how many 
days His Royal Highness has been at his 
office in Dublin, but in this, as in the 
commands he has previously held, His 
Royal Highness has discharged his duties 
to the complete satisfaction of the 
Commander-in-Chief. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR : Cannot the 
right hon. Gentleman’give the House the 
information I asked for as to the number 
of days he has been at his post in Ireland ? 
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Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot give the 
number of days, nor do I intend to ask 
for it. 

Mr. 


Questions. 


FLYNN: Is the right hon. 


| Gentleman aware that the Commander-in- 


Chief in question is never in Ireland ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


SOLDIERS’ WIDOWS’ PENSIONS. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the sum of £56,000, taken on 
the War Office Estimates and stated in 
the memorandum of the Secretary of 
State for War to be to cover the grant of 
pensions from Ist April next to the 
widows and children of non-commissioned 
officers and men who have died as the 
result of active operations, is the whole 
sum contemplated to be granted-for that 
purpose ; and whether as stated in Re- 


‘turn [Cd. 462] 1901, up to 1st February, 


1901, 12,354 have actually been killed or 
died, and that 28,630 others have been 
wounded or are still in hospital, and if 
this sum of £56,000 is to provide for all 
the widows and orphans thus created as 
well as any additions that may yet be 
made to the list before the war is over. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY ‘to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): The sum 
referred to was taken as the charge likely 
to accrue during the year for pensions to 
widows and children of non-commissioned 
officers and men who have died. My 
hon. friend will realise that only a pro- 
portion of the army is married and the 
number of those wounded does not affect 
the charge, as they are otherwise provided 
for. 


BIRMINGHAM POLICEMEN SERVING 
IN SOUTH AFRICA--RATE OF PAY. 
Mr. MANSFIELD — (Lincolnshire, 

Spalding): I beg to ask the Secretary of 

State for War whether his attention has 

been called to the fact that members of 

the Birmingham Police Force were en- 
gaged to go to the front in Africa at 
3s. per day, that when they got to the 
front they were paid 5s. per day, that 
the Treasury on finding this out ordered 
the men home, but on their return to this 
country engaged them to return at 


3s. 6d. per day ; and whether the cost of 
transport per man is about £40; and, if 
so, can he say what was saved by bringing 
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the men home in order to secure a] reports concerning them are not received 
reduction in their pay. at headquarters. Nor do I think that 


such centralisation would be desirable, 
_ but the whole question of Volunteer and 
Yeomanry field training is under the 
| Commander-in-Chief’s consideration. 


_ Lorp STANLEY: Nothing whatever 
is known at the War Office or the Treasury 
of the circumstances named by the hon. 
Member. 





ARMY MEAT AND FORAGE CON: SHROPSHIRE LIGHT INFANTRY— 


TRACTS—PROPOSED IRISH DEPOT. | M UELieRN ‘(Cae S.) 

Me. F nS ayy Mr. C NA} ipperary, §.): I 
nes ne a A 2 ee = eg, | beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he has received resolutions | W2ether he can give an undertaking that 


direct, and copies of resolutions passed th mona rent 9 from = 
*,¢ . : § ‘ Ss g ; 
by local authorities in various parts of | ee ee eee 


Ireland, complaining of the importation | py signage: of the Shropshire Light In. 
of foreign meat and forage into a meat- | antry, in Tipperary, will be compensated 
producing and agricultural country ; | by the Army Department and thus save 
whether the War Office has been asked | = “0 ratepayers from being mulcted 
to provide a depot for the reception of | *°” saiiinen 

tenders from Irish manufacturers ; and | Lorp STANLEY: Any offences by 
whether it is intended to inquire into | soldiers against life or property are dealt 
those matters, and provide a remedy. with by the civil power, and it is not pro- 


Lorp STANLEY : Various resolutions | posed to alter the usual procedure. 


from Ireland in connection with the; Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
supply of foreign meat and forage to the | Will the Government consider the 
troops there have been received at the | advisability of sending this regiment out 
War Office. As I have already explained | to South Africa, where looting is allowed ? 
to the House, the whole question of the | ‘ OE) B. 

supply of meat to the troops in the} Mr. CULLINAN: Are Militiamen 
United Kingdom is being thoroughly con- 'sent to Ireland to be allowed the same 
sidered. | latitude as their fellows in South Africa! 


Captain DONELAN (CorkCounty, E.) | COMMITTEE ON WATER-TUBE 
Will the War Office consider the advisa- BOILERS. 

bility of inserting a clause in future tender | Mr. E. J. C. MORTON (Devonport) : 
forms prohibiting contractors from supply- I beg to ask the Civil Lord of the Admi- 
ing Foreign ment f -ralty whether the Committee on Water- 

[No answer was given. } | tube Boilers is about to issue an interim 

|Report ; and, if so, when it will be pre- 
YEOMANRY EXERCISE AT HERTFORD, | Seated to Parliament. 

Mr. M‘LAREN (Leicestershire, Bos-| Tur CIVIL LORD or tHE ADMI- 
worth): I beg to ask the Secretary of | RALTY (Mr. PretyMan, Suffolk, Wood- 
State for War whether his attention has | bridge): The Committee have made an 
been called to the field exercises on | jnterim Report which it is proposed to 
Saturday of the Yeomanry and Volunteers present to Parliament shortly. 
near Hertford; whether such exercises ‘ 
are intended as instructional manceuvres, HLMS. “BRITANNIA”—OUTBREAK OF 
= = Hey ig in any way se age by PNEUMONIA. 
the War Office, or any regular military . NOPAIAN /Wolvar ‘\. 
authority ; and, whether any reports are | Mr. NORMAN (W re a 
made to the War Office on the tactics I beg - ask the secretary td a ‘ted 
adopted by the Volunteer commanding | ralty whether a eget a sie " th 
officers; and, if so, whether he will | yd ve of the peg ge - ac “_ , 
communicate such reports to Parliament, | “Britannia” on the 26th ultimo from 

complications following upon pneumonia ; 

Mr. BRODRICK: Exercises such as | whether this is the second cadet who has 
those referred to by the hon. Member are died within eight days from the same 
not supervised by the War Office and | cause ; whether others are ill ; and, if so, 
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how many ; whether the hospital is full ; 
whether one of the instructors has died 
from a similar complaint ; and whether 
he can say what is the cause of so much 
pulmonary disease upon the “ Britannia.” 


Mr. LAMBERT: May I also ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether one 
of the naval instructors on board the 
“Britannia” has recently died, and two 
cadets are seriously ill; whether the 
remainder of the cadets have been 
granted three weeks leave; and, what 
steps the Admiralty are taking to secure 
forthe future the health of officers and 
cadets. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: It is true that 
two cadets and one of the instructors 
of the “Britannia” have recently died 
from complications following upon 
pneumonia, and on Sunday last there 
were sixteen cadets ill, two seriously. 
The cause of the large amount of pulmo- 
nary disease is the prevailing epidemic of 
influenza of a severe type. ‘The hospital 
isby no means full. The cadets have 
heen granted three weeks leave, and the 
ship will be thoroughly purified and dis- 
infected while the cadets are away. 

Mr. LAMBERT: Has the hon. Gen- 
tleman’s attention been drawn to a state- 
ment in the press that the “ Britannia” is 
thoroughly rotten and unfit for the 
cadets ! 


Mr. PRETYMAN: We are building | 
an establishment on shore to replace the | 


“Britannia ” as quickly as possible. 


DEPTFORD VICTUALLING YARD. 

Mr. ARTHUR MORTON (Deptford) : 
I beg to ask the Civil Lord of the Admi- 
ralty if he will state the number of 
labourers employed in the Deptford 
Victualling Yard, and the rates of wages 
paid, distinguishing the number of men 
employed at each separate rate. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: The total number 
of labourers employed in the Deptford 
Victualling Yard is 307, with rates of pay 
ranging from 19s. to 30s. a week. I shall 
be happy to hand the detailed particulars 
tothe hon. Member if he will speak to 
me after Questions. 


| 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: How many 


are still employed at 19s. ? | 
Mr. PRETYMAN: Nine. | 


{5 Marcn 1901} 





Questions, 566 
THE INQUIRY AS TO NAVAL WORKS 
AT GIBRALTAR. 

Mr. CAUSTON (Southwark, W.) : On 
behalf of the hon. Member for Dundee 
(Mr. Edmund Robertson), I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury if it is 
intended to communicate to the House 
the results, whether separate or collective, 
of the proposed inquiries into questions 
connected with the naval works at 
Gibraltar. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I understand that no Report is to be 
presented, but if any changes are decided 
on they will be explained on the Estimate. 


INDIAN STAFF CORPS. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central) : 
I beg tousk the Secretary of State for 
India whether any provision has been 
made for assisting officers of the Indian 
Staff Corps who are engaged in the opera- 
tions in China to meet the extra expenses 
entailed upon them by having to organise 
messes at ‘Tientsin and elsewhere, and 
provide warm clothing for themselves and 
their servants, and by the higher price of 
all stores as compared with India ; and 
whether he will represent to the War 
Oftice the similarity of the case of these 
officers with that of their comrades who 
were engaged in the Chitral and Tirah 
campaigns and received a special field 
allowance of 5s. per diem. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. HamILton, Middlesex, 
| Ealing): There was no special field allow- 
‘ance of 5s, a day to Staff Corps officers 
'engaged in the Tirah and Chitral cam- 
| paigns. As regards China, Staff Corps 
| officers receive Indian rates of pay and 
‘allowances in that country, which com- 
pare favourably with the English rates 
paid to British units in the expedition. 
| But General Gaselee was informed on the 
10th of January in reply to a question 
received fron: him a few days earlier, 
that if he would submit proposals for 
reasonable lodging, fuel, and lighting 
allowances, they would be transmitted to 
the War Office for consideration. 


COOPER’S HILL COLLEGE. 

Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, S.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India if he 
can say how long the Board of Visitors 
took to consider and adopt Colonel 
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Ottley’s suggestions to remodel the studies 
and dismiss the professors of Cooper's 
Hi!l College ; and what expert advice did 
they receive and consider before reporting. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: Colonel 
Ottley’s suggestions for the rearrange- 
ment of the course of study at Cooper’s 
Hill are dated 13th June, 1900, and the 
Report of the Board upon them is dated 
the 24th of the same month. The 
Visitors who signed the Report are, with 
scarcely an exception, experts of the 
highest authority upon the technical 
questions submitted to them, and they are 
selected in order that they may advise as 
experts. 

Mr. OMARA: Were the conclusions 
come to by the Committee at a single 
sitting / 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The Committee 


Questions. 


had the memoranda some time before 
them. The Report was a long and ex 


haustive one, but [ cannot say whether 
its consideration only oceupied one sitting. 


Mr. OMARA: Was not the meeting 
to consider the Report called for the 24th, 
and did not the Committee report the 
same day ? 


[No reply was given. | 


Mr. OMARA: IT beg to ask the Seere- 
tary of State for India if he can state 
how many visits the Board of Visitors 
made to Cooper’s Hill College during 
1900. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : Several visits 
were paid to Cooper's Hill in 1900 by 
members of the Board, hut [cannot give 
the exact number. 


Mr. BARTLEY: Is) not a 
hook kept ! 


Lorp G. HAMILTON :; T cannot say. 


Mr. O MARA: I beg to ask the Secre 
tury of State for India whether he can 
inform the House who requested Colonel 
Ottley to prepare a new curriculum of 
studies and a new time table for Cooper's 
Hill College ; and what special qualitica 
tions did he have for this work. 

Lorp G. HAMILTON : Colonel Ottley 
was informed when he became President 
that the existing system of instruction 


Visitors’ 


was not considered to be satisfactory and | to publish its contents. 
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required remodelling. Colonel Ottley has 
an unbroken experience of twenty-five 
years service in India in almost every 
department of civil engineering, and the 
special knowledge he thus obtained of the 
training and capacity of the young engi- 
neers working under him from Cooper's 
Hill pre-eminently qualified him to advise 
as to the special technical training re- 
quired for the Public Works Department 
in India. 


Mr. OMARA: Am I to understand 
that the code of regulations, which pro- 
vides that the President shall be assisted 
hy the teachers in regulating the course 
of studies, is not carried out by the 
present President ! 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I understand 
that Colonel Ottley has been in frequent 
communication with the teachers. 


INTERNATIONAL FISHERIES CON 
FERENCE. 

Mr. NORMAN: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
His Majesty’s Government has the inten- 
tion of taking any steps towards the re- 
convention of the International Fisheries 
Conference of Stockholm 


*THE UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
rOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): It is not at present 
»roposed that the conference should re- 
assemble. As the House was informed 
on the 22nd ultimo in reply to the hon. 
Member for South Islington, His Majesty’s 
Government had inquired when the 
Provisional Committee consisting of ex- 
perts, the meeting of whom had been 
postponed, would be called together. His 
Majesty’s Government have since been 
informed that the Provisional Committee 
will meet at some date in May not yet 
fixed. 

CHINESE TARIFFS. 

Kart PERCY (Kensington, 8.) : I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether any Report was 
drawn up by the Commission appointed 
in 1899 by the Chinese Government to 
consider the question of the abolition of 
likinandthesubstitution of a revised tariff ; 


and whether His Majesty’s Government 


have been furnished with a copy of such 
Report ; and, if so, whether they intend 
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#ViscouNT CRANBORNE: In Decem- 
ber, 1899, Her Majesty’s Minister re- 
ported that an Imperial Decree had been 
issued appointing two Chinese Commis- 
sioners to consider the question of tariff 
revision in consultation with Sir R. Hart. 
The decree, however, contained no refer- 
ence to the abolition of likin. We have 
not heard that the Commission have made 
any report. 


IRISH TAXATION. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether he can 
state the ratio of direct and indirect taxa- 
tion in Great Britain and Ireland respec- 
tively. 


Sin M. HICKS BEACH: [ would 
refer the hon. Member to Honse of Com 
mons Paper 336 of 1900) (Revenue and 
Expenditure —England, Scotland, and Ire- 
land), which contains full particulars of 
the amounts and proportions of — the 
various heads of revenue. IT should not 
like to bind myself to any statement of 
the precise ratio between direct and 
indirect taxation in the two countries 
respectively, because, as I have often 
explained, the division between them ot 
the proceeds of indirect taxation cannot 
he considered statistically accurate. 


Mr. FIELD: But is it not the faet 
that the ratio of indirect taxation in 
Ireland is much higher than it isin Great 
Britain / 


Sir. M. HICKS BEACH: That I have 
no doubt of. 


Mr. FLYNN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman bear that fact in mind in pre- 
paring his Budget 4 


Sirk M. HICKS BEACH: I think 
hon. Members take very good care that 
we shall not forget it. 


POLICE PENSION STATISTICS. 

Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire: 
Partick) : l hey to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he can state (1) the total amount of the 
income of the police pension funds in 
England and Wales (excluding the metro- 
polis) for the financial year 1898-9; (2) 
how much of this was derived from 
stoppages of pay; (3) how much from 
Exchequer contribution ; (4) and how 
muchtrom other sources; and (5) what was 
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the total expenditure for the same year : 
and (6) what was the deficiency. 


*THue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
me HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Rivente, Croydon): The figures are 
respectively + -(1) £362,602 1s. 4d.; (2) 
£59,777 18s. 3d.: (3) £160,944 14s. ; (4) 
£141,279 9s. Id. ; (5) £370,217 12s. 7d. ; 
(6) £7,615 11s. 3d. 

HOUSE PAINTERS AND LEAD 

POISONING. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the death of Richard 
Edwards, a house painter, of 33, Pinnox 
Street, ‘Tunstall, coroner's 
jury found, by poisoning ; and 
whether he introduce any 
legislation for the protection of house 
painters from lead poisoning. 


*Mre RITCHIE: [ have inquired into 
the case and find that it does not eome 
within any Acts which I have to ad- 
minister; and | do not see my way to 
proposing any such legislation as is sug- 


caused, as a 
lead 


proposes to 


vested, 


LONDON SCHOOL BOARD 
REHOUSING POLICY. 

Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton): I 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the fact that the Lon- 
don School Board has acquired houses 
occupied hy persons of the working class 
in Gopsall Street, New North Road, and 
has thereby displaced 350 persons of the 
poorer labouring class ; and whether any 
provision has heen made, or is proposed 
to be made, for the rehousing of the per- 
sons displaced. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The displacement to 
which T understand my hon. friend refers 
took place several years ago. It is in 
cluded amongst the displacements in 
respect of which my predecessor placed 
upon the School Board an obligation to 
rehouse by a special clause which he 
secured ina Provisional Order Confirma 
tion Bill in 1899. The question of the 
amount of accommodation to be provided 
is the subject of correspondence between 
my Department and the School Board. 
I may add that the number of persons 
mentioned by my hon. friend does not 
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tally with the best estimates at my 
disposal. 


RAILWAY RATES FOR AGRICUL- 
TURAL PRODUCE, 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Pre- 
sident of the Board of Trade whether he 
is aware that one ton of potatoes delivered 


in London (Borough) Market from Ger- | 


many costs 6s., whilst one ton of potatoes 
from Bexley, Kent, costs from 9s. to 10s. ; 
whether he will inquire into this preferen- 
tial treatment to foreign importers ; and 
whether the same ratio is preserved in 
through rates for foreign goods imported 
into Ireland. 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD oF 


TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BALFour, Leeds, | 


Central): No, Sir; I doubt much the 
accuracy of the figures quoted by the hon. 
Member. I should be surprised if the 
cost of a ton of potatoes were lower than 
70s. a ton in the London market what- 
ever their origin. As regards railway 
rates I have intimated before that the 
Board of Trade would be happy to deal 
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MONS} 


| association of their companies; whether 

he is aware that apparantly no penalty 
| attaches to the omission, and the only 
| method left to an aggrieved shareholder 
is an action at law; and whether he will 
take some action to prevent these breaches 
of the law. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think 
my hon. friend correctly states the 
position of the law and I am not at 
present prepared to amend it. I should 
like to say, however, that the Board of 
Trade put some indirect pressure upon 
companies hy proceeding under Section 27 
| of the Companies Act, 1862, to enforce 
{compliance with the law as to filing 
| Returns. 








! 

LONDON cae oe IL WATER 
| Mr. MLAREN: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether the Government intend to_per- 
| sist in their opposition to the Water Bill 
of the London County Council. 


THE PRESIDENT or 





THE LOCAL 


with any specific complaint if it were laid | 
before them in accordance with Railway GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WaLter 
and Canal Traffic Act, 1888, but it is not | LONG, Bristol, S.): 1 see no reason to 
the business of the Department to make alter the views which I have already ex 


any general inquiry. 


CARRIAGE OF 

DUCE TO LONDON BY ROAD. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he is 
aware that a movement is being promoted 
to have agricultural produce carried by 
road to London on account of the railway 
rates now imposed ; and whether he will 
inquire into this matter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
not heard of any new proposal of this! 
kind. I should have thought it was. 
common knowledge that large quantities 
of agricultural produce are daily brought 
into London by road. The practice 
appears to me to involve a healthy form 
of competition with railways and noinquiry 


AGRICULTURAL PRO- | 


pressed with regard to this matter. 


MILK INSPECTION, 
| Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R, 
Keighley): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board that, as 
ithere is a want of uniformity in the 
| existing regulations now in force respect- 
| ing the saleof milk, he will,on behalf ofthe 
| Government, bring in as soon as_ possible 
/a general Bill giving equal powers to all 
local authorities, obliging them to examine 
the milk sold within their respective 
areas, and to take uniform measures to 
ensure its purity. 

Mr. WALTER LONG: [ cannot give 
any pledge on this subject at the present 
time, but the matter is receiving my con 
sideration. 


is necessary. 
SECONDARY EDUCATION. 
Mr. PYM (Bedford): I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of 


LAW. 


beg to| 


BREACHES OF THE COMPANY 
Str SEYMOUR KING: | 


ask the President of the Board of Trade | Council on Education if he will state what 
whether his attention has been drawn to, practical steps have been taken since 
the cases in which directors of public} August, 1899, under the Board of Educa- 
companies have failed to hold an annual | tion Act, to organise the inspection of 
meeting as provided by the articles of | secondary schools gr to set on foot 4 
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register of teachers under Section + (a) ; 
and has the recent decision in Regina +. 
Cockerton had any effect on the action of 
the Board of Education in respect of re- 
straining the teaching of science in higher 
grade schools ; and, if so, of what kind. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University): The inspection 
of secondary schools can only — take 
place under the Act on their application ; 
seven have been inspected, eighteen others 
have heen arranged for, and thirty-eight 
applications are still under consideration. 
The duty of framing regulations for regis- 
tration of teachers is entrusted by the 
Act to the Consultative Committee, who, 
| understand, have been continuously 
engaged since their appointment in the 
performance of this task. The answer to 
the third question is in the negative. 

Mr. PYM: How often does the Con- 
sultative Committee meet ! 

Sin J. 
sometimes twice a week. | 
definitely without notice. 


GORST: Pretty frequently ; 
cannot say 


IRISH GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Pre- 
sident of the Board of Agriculture 
whether, in view of the fact that £9,000 
per annum is granted for the support of 
the geological survey of England and 
Wales, and that the respective areas are 
England and Wales thirty-seven million 
acres, and Ireland twenty million acres, and 
seeing that instead of the £5,000 which 
Ireland should receive every vear the 
average allowance for the past ten years 
has been under £2,500, this sum will be 
at once inereased and supplemented by 
the balance due. 


Sir J. GORST: No: as the Govern- 
ment survey in Ireland has in the main 
been completed, whereas in England and 
Wales it has not, the sum required for 
England and Wales is necessarily larger 
than that required for Ireland. 
PALACE YARD—LIGHTING ARRANGE- 
MENTS. 


Sin HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): I beg to ask the First Commis- 
sioner of Works whether he can improve 
the system of lighting the inside of Palace 
Yard in the same manner as that adopted 
om the frontages to Parliament Square 


VOL, 


XC, [FOURTH SERIES. | 
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and Bridge Street —-namely, incandescent 
lamps. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovuaias, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): I should be glad to 
improve the lighting of Palace Yard, but 
the introduction of the incandescent 
system would involve certain alterations, 
for the cost of which there is no provision 
in the Estimates. I regret, therefore, 
that the matter must be postponed. 


VENTILATION OF THE 
LOBBIES. 

CoLoNEL WELBY (Taunton): I beg 

to ask the First Commissioner of Works 


DIVISION 


i whether he can see his way to placing fan 


ventilators driven by electricity in the 
Division lobbies, especially in the por 
tions of them between the Division 
Clerks’ desks and the exits. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS : I propose 
to fix two fans as suggested in the Division 
lobbies, and, if possible, I will carry out 
the work during the Easter recess. 


MEMBERN’ ACCOMMODATION. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): I heg to 
ask the First Commissioner of Works 
what increased accommodation has been 
given to the general body of the Mem- 
hers of this House out of the additional 
premises made over to the use of this 
House, and whether scme improvement 
can be made in the ‘Reading, Tea, and 
Smoking Rooms. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: As _ I 
stated in answer to a similar inquiry 
during the discussion on the Supplemen- 
tary Estimates on Thursday last, the 
allocation of the vacant rooms on the 
Terrace front will be referred to a Select 
Committee, and I will place the reference 
on the Paper to-night. 


POSTAL GOOD CONDUCT STRIPES 
CLAIM OF LINESMEN. 

Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.): 
I beg toask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
will he explain on what grounds un- 
established postmen with good characters 
receive a merit stripe carrying with it an 
increase of pay, Whereas unestablished 
linesmen and mechanics are refused a 
similar privilege. 


X 


F Questions, 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The award of 
good conduct stripes to unestablished 
postmen who do a full day’s work was 
made on the recommendation of the 
Tweedmouth Committee. The Com- 
mittee made no such recommendation in 
regard to unestablished linesmen and 
mechanics ; but the Postmaster General 
has directed an inquiry to be made into 
the question, 


TELEGRAPHIC ADDRESSES. 


LLOYD-GEORGE 


WELSH 
Mr. 
Boroughs) : 
to the ‘Treasury, as representing the 
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{as an enumerator. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It 


is the fact that persons in the employ- 


/ment of the Post Office have in past years 


been allowed to act as enumerators for 
the census. Such duties are, however, 
now considered to be incompatible with 


the ordinary duties of an established 


servant of the Post Office, and no such 
established servant can be allowed to act 
Persons not established 
and not performing a full day’s duty for 
the Post Office may act as enumerators, 


| provided that their ordinary work is not 


(Carnarvon | 
I beg to ask the Secretary | 


Postmaster General, whether there are | 


any Post Office Regulations forbidding 
the use of a Welsh word as a registered 
teiegraphic address ; and, if so, will he 
state the reasons for such rules. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
There is no regulation directed specially 
against the Welsh language ; but in view 
of certain practical difficulties the Depart- 
ment follows the regulations of the 
International Convention relating to code 
which prescribe words of ten letters 
drawn from certain languages ; and these 
languages do not include Welsh. As 
there is no contextin abbreviated addresses 
to help the telegraphists in their trans- 
mission it is extremely desirable that the 
words selected for such addresses should be 
words which can he telegraphed every- 
where without difficulty ; but, if the 
hon. Member knows of any case where 
inconvenience has been caused by the 
rejection of a Welsh word, the Postmaster 
General will be glad to consider whether 
the word can be accepted for registration 
without undue risk of error or difficulty 
in the transmission of the telegrams. 


POSTMEN AND THE CENSUS. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether, seeing that it has been the prac- 
tice on the occasion of the taking of the 
census in the past to allow postmen and 
other postal officials to act as enumerators, 
on the understanding that their postal 
duties are not neglected, the same _privi- 


lege will be accorded at the forthcoming | 
census, 


interfered with. 


RELATIVES ON POSTAL STAFFS. 

Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich): [ beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if 
he will state the practice of the Depart- 
ment in regard to near relatives holding 
appointments on the same staff; and 
whether it is customary for exceptions to 
be made ; and, if so, for what reason. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Department regards it as unsatisfactory 


that an officer should have to supervise 





members of his family, and although 
exceptions have sometimes to be permitted 
it is not customary to make them. When 
such an exception is made it would be 
owing to the absence of any other suitable 
person in the oftice. 


IRISH WORKHOUSE DIETARY. 
Mr. DALY (Monaghan, $8): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the change made in the diet of the 
inmates of workhouses in Ireland last 
year, while imposing 20 to 30 per cent. 
of an increase in the cost of keeping of 
each inmate, is not satisfactory to boards 
of guardians or the inmates ; and whether 
he will leave this question for settlement 
by the guardians and the medical officer 
of the workhouse, and not have the fixed 
rule laid down by the Local Government 
Board some time since, and which medi- 
cal officers were directed privately by the 
Board to have carried out. 


Tur CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WyNpHAM, Dover): Recent 
changes in the diet of inmates of work- 
houses, made in accordance with the sug- 

gestions of the Local Government Board, 
have not imposed an increase of 30 per 
cent, in the cost of maintenance. Since 
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the issue of the Board’s circular, the cost 
of maintenance in Irish workhouses has 
increased from 3s. 2d. per head to 3s. 24d. 
The Board has not laid down any fixed 
rule to govern the dietary of workhouse 
inmates beyond the minimum scale pre- 
scribed by the Workhouse Rules of 1849. 
Less than this scale could not be allowed, 
because it would be insufficient to main- 
tain life. The circular of the 13th 
November, 1899, to which presumably 
the hon. Member refers, suggested a re- 
vision of the existing dietaries on more 
varied lines, so far as children are con- 
cerned. The workhouse medical officers 
were not directed privately to have the 


suggestions carried out. The — guar- 
dians of many unions have shown 
unwillingness to ineur increased — ex- 


penditure in this matter, but — if 
the improved dietary has not been satis- 
factory to the inmates in any instances, 
the Board believes it must be upon the 
ground that the improvement has not been 
sufficient. 

Mr. DALY: Is the right hon. Gentleman 
aware that the Visiting Committee of the 
Carrickmacross Workhouse has intimated 
that it is not satisfied with the new dietary, 
which is costing the rates of the union 
several hundred pounds additional 4 


ENNISCORTHY ASYLUM LOAN. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
tothe Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he can say what is the reason for the 
delay of the Treasury in advancing the 
money for the loan to the County Wex- 
ford County Council in respect of the 
works the council had to carry out at 
Enniscorthy Asylum, and how soon will 
the balance of the loan be paid to the 
council, so as to enable them to pay their 
contractor the sum of money due to him. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: On the th 
December last the Wexford County 
Council applied to the Board of Works 
fora loan of £1,500 in respect of works 
at the District Asylum, and on the 20th 
December the Board asked the Secretary 
to the Council to furnish certain informa- 
tion on a printed form, a copy of which 
was enclosed. This information, without 
which a loan cannot be made, has not yet 
heen supplied to the Board ; any delay, 
therefore, cannot be fairly attributed 


either to the Board of Works or to the 
I'reasury, 


15 Marcn 1901} 





Questions. 578 


SALARIES OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
OFFICIALS. 

Sin THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view of 
the criticisms passed by the Court of 
Appeal in Ireland on the action of the 
Local Government Board towards the 
County Conneil of Wexford in fixing the 
salaries of certain existing local officers 
transferred to the new local authorities 
created by the Local Government (Ire- 
land) Act, he will, as President of the 
Local Government Board for Ireland, 
consider the expediency, before any fixing 
of salaries by the Local Government 
Board takes place in future, of holding 
local inquiries at which the officers and 
the councils concerned may be heard in 
open court. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : The Board will be 
happy to hold inquiries in such cases if 
the councils so desire it ; but it is obliga- 
tory on the Board under the Local 
Government Act to charge the entire 
cost of these inquiries to the county 
councils. The Board propose before 
making fresh orders to invite the councils 
and officers to give their views in writing 
upon each case, but they will at the same 
time intimate to the councils that if they 
would prefer to submit their views at a 
local inquiry, an inquiry will accordingly 
be held. 


Mr. CULLINAN : It having been de 
cided that the Local Government Board 
was wrong in this matter, will the 
authorities not enable the local boards to 
have inquiries without expense 4 


Mr. WYNDHAM: T[ have explained 


what the law is. 


LAND LOANS IN COUNTY WEXFORD. 

Sin THOMAS ESMONDE: | beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that advances under the Land Purchase 
Acts, 1891-6, in the county of Wexford 
are suspended owing to the number of 
holdings purchased in that county ; 
whether this suspension applies to agree- 
ments already sanctioned ; vo cases where 
the agreements have been lodged but 
have not yet been sanctioned ; and to 
cases where two or three holdings on 
estates, where the remainder of the hold- 
ings have heen sold, remaid unsold ; and 
can he state what steps the Government 
X 2 
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intend to take to enable the occupiers in | 
county Wexford to purchase their hold. 


i oS 
ings. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Advances under 
the Land Purchase Acts have been sus- 
pended in county Wexford pending the 
result ‘of inquiries now being made to 
ascertain whether the limit of advances 
of guaranteed land stock fixed by the 
Act of 1891 has heen reaehed in that 
county, The suspension applies to each 
class of the cases mentioned in the second 
paragraph, Pending the result of these 
inquiries, | am not in a position to make 
any statement of policy. 

EDUCATION 


TRISH NATIONAL 


BOARD. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he ean 
furnish a Return showing how the mem- 
bers of the present National Education 
Board in Ireland are appointed, and the 
age, profession, and date of appointment 
of the different members. 


Mr, WYNDHAM: The Commissioners 
of National Education are appointed by 
the Lord Lieutenant pursuant to the 
Royal Charter of Incorporation. A list 
of the names of the Commissioners with 
the dates of their appointments will be 
found in the last Annual Report of the 


3oard. Their professions and attain- 
ments are well known. There are no 
further materials which could be. in- 


cluded in a Return, and I am unable 
therefore to consent it. 


Mr. THOMAS O’7DONNELL: Cannot 
the wishes of the Irish people be consulted 
in making appointments to this important 
post 7 


| No answer was returned. | 


SEALED LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ORDERS. 

Mr. M‘GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
what steps the Local Government Board 
are going to take to rectify the errors 
they have made in issuing sealed orders 
and circulars in excess of their authority ; 
and will they allow the county councils 
which they illegally compelled to increase 
the salaries of their officials to reconsider 
these salaries. 


IRISH 
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Mr. WYNDHAM : The Local Govern. 
ment Board has not issued orders jn 
excess of its authority. Its authority js 
very clearly defined in Section 115 (Sub. 
section 18) of the Local Government 
Act. The Court of Appeal decided that 
the preliminary steps taken by the Board 


to determine the amount in each case 


‘were informal, and quashed the orders on 


that ground. The authority of the Board 
to determine the increases was not men- 
tioned by the Court. The Board, need | 
say, is prepared to acquiesce in the 
decision of the Court of Appeal in respect 
of every other case in which the orders 
are brought up on a writ of certiorari, 
It will make new orders in all such cases, 
and base its decision in each case upon 
the lines indicated by the Court. of 
Appeal. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Will the 
county councils have liberty to  recon- 
sider / 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not possible 
to begin de novo in cases where an agree: 
ment has been arrived at. 


Mr. FLAVIN: May I point out ~~ 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must not comment on the 
answer, 


Mr. FLAVIN: I heg to give notice 
that I will put another question down; 
yes, and I will ask it, too, 

IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT 

AUDITORS. 

*Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL (Mayo, S.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
auditors appointed by the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland are in receipt of 
an annual salary or other remuneration 
apart from what they receive from the 
District Asylum Committees ; and, if so, 
what is the average amount paid to each 
per year. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Theauditors are not 
in receipt of any salary or remuneration 
from the District Asylum Committees, or 
from any other local bodies. Their 
salaries are paid direct from the Local 
Government Board Vote, and the Board 
is required to assess such fees for the 
audit of the accounts of local bodies as 
will partly recoup the Treasury for the 


amount of their salaries, expenses, and 
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superannuations. The present scale of 
sulary is from £400 to £700 per annum 
by qttinquennial increments of £100. An 
additional anzual allowance of £100 is 
granted to auditors engaged on county 
audits 


ASYLUM COMMITTEES) ACCOUNTS 
AUDITS 
Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: I beg to 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the Asvlum Committees throughout 
Ireland have been compelled by sealed 
order of the Local Government Board 
within the past year to pay a sum of £30 
for the auditing of the accounts of these 
bodies, instead of £24 10s. paid annually 
up to that time; and whether he will 
take any steps to free the taxpayers from 
this charge. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not a fact 
that the charge for auditing asylum 


accounts is now, in every case, £30, or 
that such charge was formerly £24 10s. 
in every case. The Board is now obliged 
to audit these accounts half-yearly instead 
of yearly as formerly, and is under a 
statutory obligation to recover the cost of 
such audit. The fees assessed are such 
as will enable the Board to recoup the 
Treasury for the additional expense in- 
volved by two audits in each year, 
PURCHASE IN COUNTY 
GALWAY. 

CoLONEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
heg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the owner of the town- 


LAND 


land of Madustlynn, parish of Cahirlus- : 


of Clare, has 
into negotiations with some 
of his tenants to sell them their 
holdings; that these small tenants are 
willing to buy provided the owner also 
sells them a grass farm now held by a non- 
resident grazier who takes in grazing 
stock, and that they are willing to pay as 
much as the grazier ; whether, in these 
circumstances, the Land Commission will 
insist, before advancing money for the 
purchase of the grass farm, that the whole 
or part of the grass farm should be divided 
among the small tenants ; and whether, 
in the many similar cases which exist in 
Galway and Mayo, some effort will be 
made in this direction. 


traun, Galway, 


citered 


barony 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: Agreements be- 
tween the Rev. Mr. Gabbett and his 


tenants for the purchase by them of their 
holdings, which comprise the entire town 
land mentioned, have been received in the 
Irish Land Commission, and advances 
have heen provisionally sanctioned in all 
the cases. The Commissioners have no 
knowledge of the matters referred to in 
the first part of the question, In answer 
to the second and third paragraphs, the 
Commissioners cain only consider applica- 
tions for advances under the Land Pur- 
chase Acts on the joint application of 
landlords and tenants. 


IRISH TEACHERS’ RESULT FEES. 
Mr. THOMAS O7DONNELL : I heg to 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland will he explain why 
Irish teachers, whose schools were 
examined in October last, have not yet 
heen paid the equivalent for results fees. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: If the names are 
supplied of the schools examined in 
October to which the equivalent for re- 
sults fees has not yet been paid, inquiry 
will be made and an explanation given. 


SHEEP WORRYING BY DOGS IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr. DELANEY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) * 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lor d Lieutenant of Ireland whether there 
has come under notice of the Irish 
Executive the widespread losses sustained 
by sheep owners from the ravages of 
dogs ; and whether the Government will 
consider the advisability of introducing 
legislation enabling owners of sheep in 
Ireland to receive compensation for such 
losses out of the Irish dog tax fund. 


Mr. WYNDHAM.: The attention of 
Government has been directed to the 
losses sustained by sheep owners in con- 
sequence of the worrying of their stock 
by dogs. The police have instructions to 
render every assistance in tracing the 
owners of dogs causing such injuries. 
With regard to the suggestion in the last 
pare agraph, the hon. Member does not 
appear to be aware that the proceeds 
of the dog licence duty in Ireland, after 
the deduction of expenses, are paid over 
to the local authorities in counties and 
boroughs in aid of local rates. I do not 
think these authorities would be willing 


to apply the money so received by them 
| 
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to the payment of compensation to sheep 
owners. The manner in which the dog 
licence duty is distributed in Ireland 
will be found set forth in Parliamentary 
Paper No, 212 of last year. 


Mr. FIELD: Will the right hon. 
(sentleman instruct the police to look 
after this matter, in view of the enormous 
loss sustained by sheep owners ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Royal Irish 
Constabulary have been instructed to give 
every assistance in tracing the owners of 
dogs. 


Mr. DELANEY : Will the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer inerease the dog licence 
duty ! 


{No answer was given. | 


ULSTER WINTER  ASSIZES. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask Mr, Attorney General for Ireland if 
he can explain why the original promise 
to hold the Ulster winter assizes every 
fourth year has not been fulfilled ; and 
whether he can now undertake that the 
winter assizes will be held in Armagh 
every fourth year. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, —London- 
derry, N.): [| am not aware that the 
promise mentioned was ever made, 
Having regard to the fact that the 
selection of the venue for the winter 
assizes must depend each year on a 
number of changing circumstances, I do 
not think it should be made, and I am, 
therefore, unable to make it on this 
occasion. 


IRISH LAND FINANCE. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 
[beg to ask My, Attorney General for 
Ireland whether, in the 123rd Table of 
the Appendices to the Report of the 
tish Land Commission, the following 
figures are coirect, namely: Amount of 
Guaranteed Land Stock issued, £269,334; 
price fixed by Land Judge £285,322 ; 
amount paid in cash by the tenant, 
£15,995; and, if correct, what is the 
explanation as to the amount paid in 
cash by the purchasing tenants over and 
above the amount certified by the Land 
Commission. 


Mr. ATKINSON : 
asked for is as follows : 


The explanation 
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the Land Commission is unable to advance 
the entire price fixed by them because it 
would exceed the limit of £3,000; or 
because there is timber or bog on the 
holding which, though valuable, might 
be removed by the purchaser and would 
not therefore remain as a security to the 
State; or because the buildings, though 
valuable, are unsuitable to the holding as 
an agricultural holding: or because, in 
order to prevent the hearing by the Land 
Judge on the report being adjourned till 
the receiver had collected all arrears for 
rents due, a sum is added to the price in 
respect of those arrears. 


IRISH FRANCISCAN Mss. 

Sm THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury if he 
can state when the manuscripts of the 
Irish Franciscans, now being published by 
the Historical Manuscripts Commission, 
will be printed and circulated. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
greater and most important part of the 
Report on the Franciscan Manuscripts is 
now completed, and the printing of it 
will be proceeded with at once. Owing to 
various causes, the completion of the con 
cluding part has been much delaved, but 
this also is expected to be in the printer's 
hands within a few weeks. The Report, 
therefore, will in all probability be ready 
for presentation during the present Par- 
liamentary session. 


CASHEL POSTAL MESSENGER. 

Mr. CULLINAN: IT beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether _ his 
attention has been directed to the dis 
missal of a postal messenger, named John 
O’Brien, in Golden sub-district, Cashel dis- 
trict, in the county Tipperary, on a report 
furnished by the sub-oftice ofticial without 
any inquiry; whether he is aware that 
O’Brien had,a short time before the date of 
the report, received a good conduct badge 
and increased pay after twenty years 
service ; whether any part of his duty 
was neglected on the occasion of the 
report ; and, whether, in compliance with 
the wishes of the people of the entire dis- 
trict, as expressed in petition, he can see 
his way to order the reinstatement of 
O'Brien, or grant an open inquiry into 
the circumstances of his dismissal. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


The case of John O’Brien, late a rural 





the 
wh 
to 
of 
of 
bef 
an 
he 
Op} 
der 
} 
8ce: 
of 
ber 
mu 
me! 
the 
Fir: 


( 
Vins 
tion 
the 
tory 
on 
que 
bod 
the 


T 
subj 
d 
E.): 


sury 








st 


vance 
se it 
PS ee 
1 the 
night 
vould 
0 the 
ough 
nye as 
e, in 
Land 
1 till 
SS for 


ce in 


4 to 
it he 

the 
(| by 
sion, 


The 
the 
ts is 
f it 
ig to 
con 
but 
ter’s 
0rT, 
aly 
Par- 


the 
ting 
his 
lis 
ohn 
lis- 
port 
out 
that 
€ of 
dge 
es 
uty 
the 
vith 
dis- 
see 
of 
nto 


IN: 
ral 








58) (Jucstions. 


postman between Thomastown and 
(olden, Cashel, who was dismissed in 
December last after being for the fourth 
time reported for intoxication, was the 
subject of full inquiry and consideration 
by the Postmaster General before his dis- 
missal was decided upon. It is the fact 
that in October last his good conduct 
stripe, of which he had been deprived in 
1893 (when he was for the third time 
reported for intoxication), was restored to 
nim. While he was not absolutely incap- 
able of performing his work on the last 
occasion on which he was under the influ- 
ence of drink whilst on duty, the Post- 
master General is of opinion that, having 


regard to his previous record, he could: 


not be allowed to remain in the service. 
It is not desirable to reinstate him, and it 
is not proposed to reopen the case. 


AGAINST 
CORON A- 


ROYAL DECLARATION 
ROMAN CATHOLICISM 
TION OATH. 

CoLoNEL NOLAN: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to the resolution of the Canadian House 
of Commons praying for a modification 
of the Royal Declaration; and whether 
before he returns any answer other than 
an unqualified adhesion to the resolution, 
he will afford the House of Commons an 
opportunity of considering the Canadian 
demand. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
seer. press telegrams reporting the passing 
of the resolution to which the hon. Mem- 
ber refers, but I have received no com- 
munication from the Dominion Govern- 
ment on the subject. The latter part of 
the question should be addressed to the 
First Lord of the Treasury. 


CoLONEL NOLAN; I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if his atten- 
tion has been drawn to a resolution of 
the Tuam Board of Guardians condemna- 
tory of the Oath taken by the Sovereign 
on the accession; and whether the re- 
quest of this Board and similar public 
bodies in Ireland for the modification of 
the Royal Declaration will be acceded to. 


The following questions on the same 
subject also appeared on the Paper : 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): To ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether his attention has been 
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called to the resolution against the pre- 
sent form of the King’s Accession Oath, 
passed by an overwhelming majority in 
the Dominion Parliament at Ottawa ; and 
whether an opportunity will be given the 
House of Commons of debating and 
voting upon the same subject. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: To ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury if his 
attention has been called to a resolution 
passed by the Clare Grand Jury calling on 
Parliament to abolish the present King’s 
Accession Oath as far as it deals with the 
Roman Catholic religion; whether, on 
receiving this resolution, the Irish Lord 
Chief Justice said he was glad it had 
been passed; and whether the Govern- 
ment will take any steps in the matter. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: To ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
having regard to the resolution passed 
by the Parliament of Canada in depreca- 
tion of that part of the Coronation Oath 
which is offensive to the religious feel- 
ings of the Catholics of the Empire, 
he will introduce a Bill to excise from 
the Oath that part of it which is an 
insult to His Majesty's Catholic sub- 
jects. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: These questions 
relate to a matter on which I have already 
given several answers. I have really 
nothing to add to what I have already 
stated. My view, as I have already inti- 
mated to the House, is that the language 
in which the Oath referred to is couched 
is very unfortunate. I am not surprised 
that the form of the Oath as distinguished 
from the substance should have given pain 
to the Roman Catholic subjects of His 
Majesty ; but what I want to point out 
to the House is, that the Oath will not 
have to he taken again during the present 
reign, and I do not think it is the habit 
of any Government to give pledges as to 
legislation beyond the session in which 
they are engaged. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I would ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether he could not undertake to devote 
the small space of time necessary to 
amend the statute this session ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What evidence 
has the hon. Gentleman to support his 
statement that the time would be small ? 


‘If the proportion of time taken by his 
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friends in discussing the Supplementary 
Estimates is any indication, I do not 
think it would be small. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The right 
hon. Gentleman has addressed a question 
to me, but I presume it would be out of 
order to answer him and eontinue the 
discussion. 


CIVIL SERVICE ESTIMATES. 

Mr. LODER (Brighton): [ beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
any objection exists to varving the order 
in which the items of the Civil Service 
Supplementary Estimates are put down 
in different years, so that some of the 
more important Supplementary Votes may 
be taken first: and, if not, whether he 
will arrange for some change to be made 
in this respect next year. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: T have to say 
there is no objection, so far as T know, to 
the suggestion contained in the question, 
Which is in entire accordance with the 
policy we have followed the last two 
years back, with regard to the order in 
which the Estimates are taken. As my 
hon. friend is aware, we have initiated the 
practice of putting down on the Vote on 
Account the Estimates which are most 
likely to attract the interest and attention 
of the House. We have, in regard to the 
ordinary Estimates of the vear, taken care 
so to arrange them as to meet the general 
convenience of the House, and | see no 
reason why the same policy should not be 
extended to the Civil Service Supplemen- 
tary Estimates. 


Mr. DILLON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman give a pledge to adhere to the 
practice of not altering the order of the 
Votes without a general consultation with 
the different sections of the House ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [do not know 
what the hon. Member means by “ general 
consultation.” [have endeavoured always 
to meet the views of the House at large, 
and especially of the opponents of the 
Government. 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: Are 
we to understand that the business on 
Monday next will be the continuation of 
the debate on the Army Estimates ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. Ishould 
imagine that the debate initiated on 
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Friday night will not be coneluded on that 
day, and, if so, we propose to continue jt 
on Monday, unless unforeseen circum- 
stances should arise which necessitate the 
taking of other business. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): When 
is it proposed to renew the debate on the 
Civil Service Supplementary Estimates ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On Thursday, 
after the motion relating to the Civil List. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: | 
should like to point out that it has usually 
been the practice to allow a day or two to 
elapse between the making of the War 
Secretary's statement and the further 
consideration of the Estimate. That was 
my reason for asking. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES 
(CHAIRMENS PANEL). 

Mr. HALsEY reported from the Com 
mittee of Selection that they had selected 
the following six Members to be the Chait 
men’s Panel and to serve as Chairmen of 


‘the two Standing Committees to be 


appointed under Standing Order No. 17 

Mr. John Ellis, Sir James Fergusson, 
Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice, Mr. Laurence 
Hardy, Colonel Nolan, and Mr. Stuart- 
Wortley. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM HIS MAJESTY (HER 
MAJESTY THE QUEEN AND MEM- 
BERS OF HIS MAJESTYS FAMILY). 
The CHANCELLOR OF THE EXCHEQUER 

(at the Bar) acquainted the House that he 

had a Message from the Wing to this 

House signed by His Majesty's own hand, 


And he presented the same tothe House, 
and it was read by Mr. SPEAKER (all the 
Members being uncovered), aud is as 
followeth : 


“EpWARD R. 


‘His Majesty being desirous of making 
competent provision for the honourable 
support aml maintenance of His Son, 
the Duke of Cornwall and York, His 
Daughter-in-law, the Duchess of Corn- 
wall and York, and his Daughters, the 
Princess Louise, Duchess of Fife, the 
Princess Victoria, and Princess Charles 
of Denmark, and being further desirous 
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that similar provision should be made 
for Her Majesty the Queen in the event 
of Her surviving Him, and for the 
Duchess of Cornwall and York in the 
event of Her surviving the Duke of 
Cornwall and York, recommends the 
consideration thereof to His Majesty’s 


faithful Commons, and relies on their | 


attachment to adopt such measures as 
may be suitable to the occasion.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


LONDON UNDERGROUND RAILWAYs. 


That they have-come to the following 
resolution, viz. : 


“That it is desivable that a Select 
Committee be appointed to join with a 
Committee of the House of Commons to 
consider and report :— 


1. Whether the lines of route for 
underground railways in and near 
London, proposed by Bills which 
have been or may be introduced 
during the present Session, are 
best calculated to afford facilities 
for present and probable tuture 
trattic; and, if not, what modifi- 
cations of those lines of route are 
desirable ; 


na) 


2. What special provision, if any, should 
he made for the protection of the 
owners, lessees, and occupiers ot 
properties adjacent to underground 
railways from possible damage and 
annoyance ; 

3. What special terms and conditions, 
if any, as to the construction and 
working should be imposed upon 
the promoters ; 

!, Whether any, and which, of the 

schemes proposed by the said Bills 

should not be proceeded with 
during the present Session.” 


NEI BILLS. 


{5 Marcu 1901} 
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WATER COMPANIES (LIABILITY FOR 
STORAGE OF WATER) BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to the 
liability of Water Companies for the 
Storage of Water,” presented, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Tuesday, 19th March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 81.] 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY EXTENSION. 


Bill to amend the Acts relating to Em- 
ployers’ Liability, ordered to be brought 


jin by Mr. Sinciair, Major Rasch, Mr. 
' Rentoul, Mr. Boulnois, Mr. Flynn, and 


Mr, A. Thomas. 

/ EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY EXTENSION 
BILL. 

“To amend the Acts relating to Em- 
ployers’ Liability,” presented, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Tuesday, 19th March, and to be 
printed, [Bill 82.] 


LIGHTS ON VEHICLES. 

Bill to require Vehicles on highways to 
carry lamps at night, ordered to be 
brought in by Sir Kobert Mowbray, Mr. 
Bryce, Mr. Grenfell, Sir John Leng, Mr. 
scott Montagu, Mr. Wanklyn, and Sir 
Albert Rollit. 


LIGHTS ON VEHICLES BILL. 

“To require Vehicles on highways to 
carry lamps at night,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday next, and to be 
printed. {Bill 83. ] 

FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACT 

(1871) AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend the Factory and Work 
shop Act, 1878, by reducing the period 
of employment on Saturday, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Harwood and Mr. 
Kenyon. 


AND WORKSHOP 
AMENDMENT BILL, 


“To amend the Factory and Work- 


FACTORY ACT 


(lo73) 


| shop Act, L878, by reducing the period of 


| empivyment on Saturday,” presented, and 


WATER COMPANIES (LIABILITY FOR | 
STORAGE OF WATER). 


Bill to amend the Law relating to the | 
liability of Water Companies for the 
Storage of Water, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Sinclair, Major Rasch, Mr. 
Rentoul, Mr. Flynn, and Mr, A, Thomas. 


be printed. 


| read the first time; to be read a second 


time upon Thursday, 21st March, and to 
| Bill 84. ] 
RIVERS POLLUTION PREVENTION, 
Bill to make more effectual provision 
for the prevention of the Pollution of 
Rivers and Streams, ordered to be brought 
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in by Sir Francis Powell, Mr. Wilson- 
Todd, Mr. Henry Hobhouse, Sir John 
Dorington, Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Brigg, 
Sir John Brunner, and Sir Walter Foster, 


RIVERS POLLUTION 
BILL. 
“To make more effectual provision for 
the prevention of the Pollution of Rivers 
and Streams,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 8th May, and to be printed. 
[Bill 85.] 


PREVENTION 


SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) 
AMENDMENT, 

Bill to amend the Sunday Closing 

(Wales) Act, 1881, and to make further 

provision respecting the sale of intoxicat- 

ing liquors in Wales and Monmouthshire, 


ACT (1881) 


ordered to be brought in by Mr. Herbert 
Roberts, Mr. Alfred Thomas, Mr. Lloyd- 


George, Mr. William Jones, and Mr. 


Herbert Lewis. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
“To amend the Sunday Closing 
(Wales) Act, 1881, and to make further 
provision respecting the sale of Intoxicat- 
ing Liquors in Wales and Monmouth- 
shire,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day, 20th March, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 86. ] 


ACT (1881) 


PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS 
(MARINERS’ VOTES). 

Bill to enable Officers and Seamen of 
the Royal Navy and Mercantile Marine 
and Fishermen to record their votes when 
by reason of their calling they will be at 
sea on the day of the poll, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Macdona, Sir John 
Colomb, Mr. Cust, Mr. David Morgan, 
Sir Seymour King, Mr. Firbank, and Sir 
Christopher Furness. 


PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS 
(MARINERS’ VOTES) BILL. 

“To enable Officers and Seamen of the 
Royal Navy and Mercantile Marine and 
Fishermen to record their votes when by 
reason of their calling they will be at sea 
on the day of the poll,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Tuesday next, and to be 
printed, [Bill 87.] 
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SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee, 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrter (Cumberland, 


Penrith) in the Chair. | 


SERVICES AND REVENUE Deparr- 
1901-2 (VOTE ox 


CIVIL 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 
ACCOUNT). 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That a sum, not exceeding £17,304,000, 
be granted to His Majesty,,on account, 
for or towards defraying the Charges for 
the following Civil Services and Revenue 
Departments for the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1902, naiuely : 


CIVIL SERVICES. 
Class IV. 
£ 
Board of Education ... $,1.010,000 


Class Il. 


Board of Trade 60,000 
Class I. 
Royal Palaces and Marlborough 
House 20,000) 
Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens $0,000 
Houses of Parliament Buidings 16,000 
Gladstone Monument as ove 1,000 
Miscellaneous: Legal Buildings, 
Great Britain w : ce 18,000 
Art and Science Buildings, ( reat 
Britain 12,000 
Diplomatic and Consular Buildings 12,000 
fevenue Buildings te 140,000 
Public Buildings, Great Br itain 145,000 
Surveys of the “United Kingdom 80,000 
Harbours under the Board of Trade 2,000 
Peterhead Harbour ... ies 6,000 
Rates on Government Pro verty 250,000 
Public Works and — Ire- 
| land .. ; ; 79,000 
| Railways, Ireland 70,000 
Class Ll. 
United Kingdom and England ; 
House of Lords, Offices 3.000 
House of Commons, (ftices.. _ 12,000 
Treasury and Subordinate Depart- 
ments.. ase . soe 31,000 
Home Office 50.000 
Foreign Oftice ... 30,000) 
Colonial Office a 23,000 
Privy ( ‘ouncil Office, ete. 5,000 
Privy Seal Oftice 1,000 


Mercantile Marine Services ee 30,000 
Bankruptcy Department of the 


Board of Trade... > bee 3 


Board of Agriculture 75,000 
Charity Commission. 15,000 
Civil Service Commission a 18,000 
Exchequer and Audit Department... 24,000 
Friendly Societies pe ala 2,200 
Local Government Board 85,000 
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Lunacy Commission ... — wee 
Mint (including Coinage)... 
National Debt Office 
Public Record Office : ae 
Public Works Loan Commission ... 
Registrar General's Office 
Stationery and Printing , 
Woods, Forests, ete., Office of . 
Works and Public Buildings, 
Otlice of 
Secret Service... 
Seotland :— 
Secretary for Scotland 
Fishery Board... a 
Lunacy Commission ... nue 
Registrar General’s Office ... ; 
Local Government Board... a 


lreland : 


Lord Lieutenant’s Household 

Chief Secretary and Subordinate 
Departments 

Departments of Agr ieulture : 

Charitable Donations and Bequests 
Offiee... ou 

Local Gov ernment Board 

Public Record Office ... 

Public Works Office . 

Revistrar General's ¢ Ice 

Valuation and Boundary Survey . 


Class IIT. 
United Kingdom and England :— 


Law Charges ... 

Miscellaneous Legal E x penses 
Supreine Court of Judicature 

Land Registry 

County © ourts 

Police, E ngland and Ww ales.. ai 
Prisons, E neland and the Colonies 


Reformatory and Industrial 
Schools, Great Britain aS 
Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic 

Asylum 
Seotland ;— 


Law Charges and Courts of Law 
Register House, | cdinburgh.. 

(' rofters Commission, = ne 
Prisons, Scotland —... as sae 


lreland ;— 


Law Charges and Criminal Prose- 
cutions ? 
Supreme Court of Judicature, and 


other Legal Departments... sea 
Land Commission aie ie ie 
County Court Officers, ete... sae 
Dublin Metropolitan Police <ee 


Royal Irish Constabulary 

Prisons, Ireland 

Reformator y and Industrial Schools 
Dundrum Criminal Lunatic Asylum 


Class IV. 
United Kingdom and England :— 


British Museum “ a ion 
National Gallery sa sre 
National Portrait Gallery . ses 


Wallace Collection 
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5,000 
10 
6,000 
11,000 


» 
130,000 
280,000 
8,000 


23,000 
40,000 


25,500 
8,000 
2,500 

28.000 
5,000 


2.000 


16,000 
70,000 


1,000 
26,000 
2,000 
16,000 
20,000 
6,000 


40.000 
27.000 
140,000 
14.000 
14,000 
22 QUO 
260,000 


140,000 


18,000 


30,000 
15,000 

2,000 
30,000 


35,000 


45,000 
50,000 
46,000 


40,000 | 


600,000 
45,000 
55,500 

3,500 


80,000 
9,000 
3,000 
4,000 
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Scientific Investigation, ete., United 


Kingdom... a ‘ia a 25,000 
Universities and Colleges, Great 

Britain, and Intermediate Educa- 

tion, Wales... ‘ $1,000 

Scotland :— 
Public Education 650,000 
National Gallery 1,400 

Ireland :— 
Public Education 600,000 
Endowed Schools C ommissioners . 400 
National Gallery 1,400 
Queen's Colleges 2,500 

Class V. 

Diplomatie and Consular Services 225,000 
Uganda, Central and East Africa 

Proiectorates and Uganda Rail- 

way 320,000 
Colonial Serv ives 230,000 
Cyprus, Grant in Aid| 2 15,000 
Subsidies to Telegraph C ompanies 350,000 

Class VI. 

Superannuation and Retired Allow- 

ances... 280,000 
Merchant Seamen’ sF ‘and ie ensions, 

ete. 3,000 
Miscellaneons Charitable and other 

Allowances ... 1,000 
Hospitals and Chari ities, [rel and 17,000 


Class VII. 


Temporary Commissions 
Miscellaneous Expenses 


10,082 
8,000 


£10,434, 000 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


Customs 350,000 
Inland Revenue 830,000 
Post Oftice 3,800,000 
Post Uflice Packet Service . 210,000 
Post Office Telegraphs 1,680,000 
Total for Revenue Departments... £6,870,000 


£17,304,000” 


Grand Total... 


*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham. W.) 
said that during the last twelve mouths 
they had had in the administration of 
the Board of Education a very serious 
departure from those principles which 
had been laid down in the past in this 
House; and a very serious blow had 
been struck at the integrity and efficiency 
of the higher elementary school work of 
this realm. fle found that, in January, 
1899. little more than two years ago, 
the Vice-President of the Committee ot 
Council on Education made a statement 
which was then, and was now, he believed, 
in consonance with the wishes of the 
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He would quote that statement and then 
proceed to show the Committee to what 
extent and in what manner the adminis- 
tration of the Board of Edueation had 
departed from the sound principles laid 
down by the Minister in charge himself. 
Speaking at Bradford, the right hon. 
Gentleman said that “ he thought that 
it would be a most unfortunate thing if 
the board schools, the higher elementary 
schools. and the schools of science in the 
large cities were in any way interfered 
with.” He had to submit to the Com- 
mittee that the operations of the school 
boards in the great cities of the country 
in their higher grade schools and schools 
of science had been very seriously inter- 
fered with by the Board of Education 
under the administration of the right 
hon. Gentleman himself. 

The Committee would remember that 
little more than twelve months ago a 
great amount of feeling was manifested 
in the House upon the question of higher 
elementary school work. A new  prin- 
ciple of allocating the Parliamentary 
grant to elementary schools had been 
brought in, and one consequential feature 
of it was, that the schools which had 
previously received the highest grants 
were by the levelling system cut down in 
the amount which they drew from the 
grant. A formidable agitation grew up 
in the country that the higher grade 
schools were being unjustly treated, and 
in March, 1900, the Government, through 
the mouthpiece of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, announced a compromise and 
promised to put organised schools and 
higher grade on a legal and 
legitimate footing. That promise had 
not been carried out, and the Higher 
Elementary School Minute. adopted in 
April last with general approval of the 
House, at a time when the feeling of hon. 
Members of all sections was so strong, 
had not been adhered to, and in spirit, 
if not in letter, that Minute had become 
something like an administrative fraud. 
He must go back further than twelve 
months ago in order to deal with the 
whole question of the}attack on higher 
grade schools, which, if not initiated and 
not favoured, had at least ‘been not 
repudiated by the Board of Education, 
and by the right ‘hon. Gentleman him- 
self. This attack had grown and grown 
Mr. Yovall, 


schools 
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House and the desires of the country. ' 
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until the higher grade schools and the 
organised science schools were in great 
peril. The evening continuation schools 
were in greater peril, and the machinery 
set up in April last had been mullified 
and stultified by the Board of Edueation 
itself. Four years ago, by the enter 
prise of many school boards, schools had 
been set up something after the pattern 
of Les Ecoles Primaires 
in France, and the — higher 
schools in) Germany. These 
were fostered and encouraged — by 
the Board of Education, grants were 
given to them, and expression — of 


Supe rieures 
grade 


schools 


satisfaction were made — regarding 
the work done by them. The Vice- 


President of the Council went down to the 
country to open these schools ; 
times an official from the Board of Eduea- 
tion itself performed that duty. and, 
generally speaking, the policy of the 
Department was to foster and encourage, 
approve and improve 
But a change came ‘over that policy. 
Schools which had been built by school 
boards, some of them on the invitation 
even of the Board of Kdueation, for the 
express purpose of giving this higher 
grade education, were refused grants 
when application was made for them by 
the school boards. Money laid out in 
furnishing physical and chemical labora- 
tories, and in the preparation of rooms 
for drawing and other higher elementary 
work, became of non-effect; and all 
this was done by the order of the Board 
of Education under the right hon. 
Gentleman. 

Now, the Board of Education existed 
by the will of the people of this country, 
and the right hon. Gentleman  hineself, 
as its head, existed to promote and not to 
retard education ; and if there were any 
gentlemen on the Board of Education 
who were of opinion that education was 
to be kept at a standstill, marking time, 
so to speak, and that what was regarded 
as a satisfactory amount of education 
twenty-five years ago was sufficient now, 
then they entirely misinterpreted the 
feeling of the House and the country, 
Those higher grade schools were fulfilling 
an admirable function. ‘They were not 
very numerous, only some sixty in all, 
but, such as they were, they were pre- 
paring lads of from thirteen to sixteen 


sOmLe- 


these schools. 


years of age to enter the technical 
‘ 
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schools and colleges of the country 
with that preliminary knowledge which 
the directors of these schools and colleges 
found to be non-existent formerly. They 
were preparing these lads to become 
captains of industry, managers, foremen., 
draftsmen, chemists, and leaders of the 
industrial classes. Tf one lesson was to 
he gained from the Reports of Royal 
Commissions and private investigators 
as to the condition of things in 


France, Germany, Belgium, Holland, 
and America, it was that the cause 
of the success of the manufactur- 
ing processes in these countries, 
compared with our own, consisted 


in the higher education of foremen, 
managers, leaders, ete. The higher edu- 
cation of the great mass of the operatives 
was comparatively unimportant to that. 
The higher grade schools and the schools 
of science existed for providing an educa- 
tion of that kind, which was vitally neces- 
sary to the continued existence of the 
manufacturing industries of this country. 


The change had begun through the | 


action of an institution that had been 
condemned both in the House and in 
the country—the old Science and Art 


Department at South Kensington. 
When the Board of Education issued 


a Day School Code, it had to lie on 
the Table of the House for a certain 


number of days, and could be upset by the , 


vote of the House; but this Science and 
Art Department had had the extraor- 
dinary power of being able to issue their 
own rules and regulations without con- 
sulting the House or laying them on 
the Table at all. 

The reactionary, foolish, almost crimi- 
nal policy of hampering the schools 
appeared to have founda ready supporter 
in the right hon. the Vice-President of the 
Council. 
disable boards from 
Science and Art grants for science and 
art classes and organised science schools. 
But grants were given to all sorts of un- 
important and unrepresentative bodies ; 
in fact, to any committee of two or three 
gentlemen, if only they could get some 


school receiving 


little local support in the way of fees | 
Ordinary grammar | 


or subscriptions. 
schools maintained very largely by en- 


(5 Marcu 1901} 


(the school board rate. 


The first step taken was to ! 
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get them; but by a ukase of this self- 
constituted and independent section of 
the Board of Education, issued last year, 
school boards might not make applica- 
tion for grants to their schools except 
upon conditions. They must find local 
support in the shape of fees, which was 
opposed entirely to the policy of free 
education, or they must obtain sup- 
port from a rate levied under the Tech- 
nical Instruction Act. Now the Depart- 
ment knew that very few local autho- 
rities rated themselves under the Techni- 
eal Instruction Act. They did not see 
the use of doing that when there was a 
school rate already drawn by the same 
authority from the same ratepayer. 

The policy was first of all to dis- 
able the school boards from obtaining 
Science and Art grants for their schools. 
That being done by the autocratic pro- 
cedure of the Board of Education, the 
next step was to disable the school boards 
from making up this loss by preventing 
them from using the school board rate 
for the purposes of higher education. 

Having succeeded in disabling the 
school boards from participating in 
Science and Art grants, except on con- 
dition of charging fees, the next step 
was to prevent the boards from using 
The result was 
that a School of Art in North London, 
a relic of the era of philanthropic enter- 
prise, drew the attention of the Local 
Government Board to the expenditure 
of the London School Board in science 


-and art classes and evening continua- 


tion schools. The auditor, under the 
circumstances. was obliged to test the 
question raised, and it was desirable to 
know whether the Board of Edueation 
was represented at the audit, and whether 
the attention of the auditor was drawn 
to the past administration of the Board 
in that matter, and whether any care 
was taken by the Board to see that the 
auditor was fully informed upon the 
question from the point of view of public 
policy, and”of"law, and of the minutes 
having the foree of law. The Committee 
would also wish to know whether the 
Board of Education made any repre- 
sentations, or whether it did anything 
more than sit quiet and wait the decision 


dowments, and proprietary schools run | of the law courts upon what had taken 


as a commercial concern for profit, 


might apply for these science grants and | higher court, and meanwhile there was 
\ 


place. The ease stood for appeal to a 
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the unseemly spectacle of the authority 
charged with the duty of providing higher 
elementary education compelled to go 
into the law courts and spend the money 
of the ratepayers in defending the right 
of the authority to give higher educa- 
tion. Last April the policy of the Govern- 
ment was to favour and encourage and 
to reward the higher elementary schools’ 
efforts. What had the Board Edu- 
eation done since last April to make the 
actions of the board schools legal by 
minutes or otherwise to make such 
administration applicable. Nothing had 
heen done by the Board of Edueation, 
and, so long as the present policy existed, 
nothing would be done. It was signifi- 
eant that a committee had been formed 
to fight school boards on this question. 
and had for its chairman the noble Lord 
the Member for Greenwich, while another 
prominent member of the committee 
and associated with him was long the 
leader of the Moderate party onthe Lon- 
don School Board, and now, he believed. 
Member for Aston. The result had 
been that the work of the school boards 
in regard to science classes had been para- 


lysed. The work of evening continua- 
tion schools had been damaged irre- 


trievably or retarded for years to come. 
The condition had been imposed that 
education should be confined to persons 
under sixteen. and as a consequence 
150,000 persons in those schools last 
year would, if the decision were upheld, 
be ousted from that means of education. 

They had been told that the Higher 
Elementary School Minute would place 


science schools on a legal and _ legiti- 
mate footing, but he complained that 
out of 190 applications the Department 
had sanctioned only two in eleven 
months. The London School Board 
made application for the recognition 


of seventy-nine schools, in various 
localities of London, to which the most 
promising children of the elementary 
schools were to be drafted. All the 
principal school boards of the country, 
too, made application for recognition of 
higher elementary and again 
and again they had failed. All sorts 
of pretexts had been made for the 
refusal of recognition. It had been 
impossible for the local —authori- 
ties to please the Board of Edueation, 


schools, 


and no school board in the country was | 


Wr. Yorall, 
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satisfied with the way in which the 
Minute had been administered, and hardly 
one but was disgusted with the adminis. 
tration of the right hon. Gentleman. The 
right hon. Gentleman, no doubt, would 
say he expected when this Minute was 
put forward that the ordinary science 
schools would be transformed into higher 
elementary schools, and would ote 
say that he was not to blame: but that 
was not the opinion generally held. Ip 
an organised science school a boy might 
remain until the age of eighteen, but 
according to the Higher Element: ry 
School Minute the moment he arrived 
at fifteen he had to leave. Other condi- 
tions laid down in the Minute made it 
impracticable, and the right hon, Gentle 
man was warned at the time it was put 
forward that it would he so. 

All this indicated, he submitted, 
thing like a deliberate policy, engineered 
by whom, and arising from what sources, 
he would not attempt to discuss. It was 
something like a deliberate policy to 
check the higher elementary education, 
nullify the efforts of the school boards, and 
change the whole policy of the country 
in respect to these schools, and the Com- 
mittee ought to consider that such a 
policy was not the kind work they 
expected the Board of Education to do, 
and not the kind work for which 
money was voted in Committee for the 
Board of Education. Having disabled 
the school boards, having refused to 
recognise the higher elementary schools, 
having destroyed one useful set of machi- 
nery which had existed for twenty-four 
years, having refused to set up a new set 
of machinery, he could find no excuse 
for the course which the Board had 


some- 


pursued. From what quarter and from 
what machinery they were to get the 


higher primary school at all? There was 
no secondary education department. set 
up by statute. The school boards had 
been refused power to set up these schools, 
and there was no authority capable of 
supplying them. Higher elementary 


education was to go by the board. They 
had to wait, he supposed, for higher 


primary schools to be built and managed 
by an authority not yet created. In 
the meantime the excellent work done 
up to now was hampered and arrested, 
and if the appeal in another place went 
against them it was to come entirely to 
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an end. The right hon, Gentleman 
the Vice-President of the Council would 
quibble, if he might use the term, between 
higher elementary schools and secondary 
schools, and distinguish between one 
authority and another, and east himself 
on the protection of the law. No doubt 
he would give a very plausible explana- 
tion of the whole circumstances, but the 
hon. Member would ask the Committee 
to remember that the net result of all 
these proceedings was bad. The right 
hon. Gentleman would tell them that the 
(Government were limited at present by 
legal considerations. They had heard 
a good deal of that kind of thing from the 
right hon, Gentleman, There was  no- 
body more eloquent and less operative 
than the right) hon. Gentleman, but 
eloquent platitudes and amusing epi- 
grams were poor food for the educational 
needs of the country. 

In moving that the Vote be reduced 
by £100 he asked the Committee to 
declare that the time had come when 
they wished the Education Board to 
make a serious attempt to provide for the 
people of the country that higher elemen- 
tary education which they stood in need 
of, and which it was in the interests of 
the country they should have. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Item, Vote 1, Class 4 (Board 
of Edueation), be reduced by £100,°— 
(Wr. Yorall.) 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or tHe 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University) : The hon. Mem- 
ber who has just sat down complained 
of two things. First, he complained that 
school boards had not power to spend the 
school board rate upon instruction out 
side the subjects of the Elementary 
Edueation Code in day schools and night 
schools ; and, secondly, he complained 
that under the Higher Elementary Schoo! 
Minute of last year the school boards did 
not get large enough Exchequer grants 
for their higher elementary schools. 

Now it is quite true that these higher 
dementary schools sprang up almost 
immediately after the passing of the 
Klementary Education Act of 1870. 
They were not invented by either Govern- 
ments or societies ; they really sprang 
up by themselves, 1 do not think any 
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the worse of them for that, for such 
schools are better suited to meet the 
wants of the people than those invented 
for them by politicians. I want to ask 
the Committee to remember what the 
hon. Member has not explained as yet, 
that there are two absolutely different 
kinds of higher grade schools. In the 
first place, there are a number of higher 
grade schools which teach each of the 
subjects of the Elementary Day School 
Code. They were formerly under the 
Education Department. They were in- 
spected by the officers of the Education 
Department, and they were subject to 
all the rules of the Education Depart- 
ment. [| have very often been asked 
how many of this sort of schools there 
are, | am sorry to say that [have 
never been able to answer the question, 
because there is every kind of school in 
the shading off from the most elemen- 
tary school in the country up to the 
very best of these higher grade schools, 
and every possible variation of schools 
between one extreme and the other which 
keep within the limits of the Elementary 
Day School Code. It is impossible to 
say where to draw the line and to say of 
the schools above, “ These are higher 
grade schools.” and of the schools below, 
* These are only ordinary elementary 
schools.” But there is no doubt there 
are a very great number of them. The 
legality of these schools has never been 
called in question, nor has the right of th 
school board to spend the rates in build- 
ing and maintaining such schools ever 
been called in question. The right to 
spend the rates on schools of this kind 
is not in any way affected or called in 
question by the recent judgment. But. 
besides these higher grade schools, of the 
legality of which there has never been 
any question, there is another kind of 
higher grade school whieh I will de- 
scribe. It is a school which consists of 
two divisions—an upper division and a 
lower division. The lower division is a 
public elementary school ; it very gene- 
rally takes the older children in’ the 
higher standards, it takes specific sub 
jects. and it obtains its grants from the 
Education Department, and is conducted 
as an elementary school. The upper 
division is not a public elementary 
school at all; it is, frankly, an orga- 
nised school of science. It has no chil- 
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dren in the standards. It takes not the 
subjects of the Elementary Day School 
Code, but the science and art subjects 
of the Directory. It is inspected by 
the inspectors of the Seience and Art 
Department, and it receives its grant 
from that Department. It is an orga- 
nised science and not a publie elementary 
school. Schools of this kind, of whieh 
there are about sixty or seventy in the 
country, are inspeeted by two distinct 
sets of inspectors. The Edueation De- 
partment inspector inspects the lower 
division and shuts his eyes to the exis- 
tence of the higher division, of which he 
is not officially cognisant. The Seience 
and Art Departinent inspector comes in 
his turn and inspects the other division, 
and closes his the existence 
ot the lower division, with which he 
has officially nothing whatever to do. 
There is no inspection of these schools 
as a whole. There are no proper 
accounts kept of these schools as a whole, 
and they are kept as a sort of double 
such as I have described. 


eves to 


institutions 


Schools of this kind have never been | 


declared to be illegal either by the Eduea- 
tion Department or by the judgment in 
There is no illegality in 


The 


the recent case. 
the establishment of such schools. 


illegality is in the application of the school | 


rate to the building or maintenance of 
the upper division of that school. That 
is not a new discovery of mine or of the 
Science and Art Department. It has 
been known ever since schools of this 
kind were conducted. 

I will just give the Committee an 
example or two of what was said in past 
times. I have here an official letter from 
the Edueation Department to the Bar- 
row-in-Furness School Board, written in 
1884, which says— 

“T am to point out that the provision of a 
separate school for science and art classes does 
not appear to come within the province ofa 
school board.” 
Then there is a letter from the Local 
Government Board to the London Sehool 
Board, in November, 1885, when an 
auditor had disallowed an expenditure 
of the Board exactly analogous to that 
which was disallowed the other day. 
The Local Government Board says 

“The School Board have no authority in law 


to establish or maintain a seience and art 
school at the expense of the school fund, 


Nir B (forst, 
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because that school is not an elementary 
school within the meaning of the Education 
Acts.” 
Then there is a letter written 
London School Board in 1888, which 
says— 

“An organised science and art school js 
gee distinct from a public elementary school, 
n such a school the money paid by the Science 


and Art Department to the managers forms no 
part of the receipts or expenditure of the schoo} 
as a public elementary school. 5 ie 
rates cannot legally be applied to supply in- 
struction in any subject which is not recov. 
nised by the Code and taught to the children 
in the standards.” 


[ have another letter written, in 1888. 
by the Loeal Government Board to the 
Brighton School Board, who had also 
had their expenditure disallowed py 
their auditor upon similar grounds. It 
says— 

“The school board had no legal authority 
to pay out of the funds of the school hoard 
any part of the costs of establishing and 
maintaining an organised school of science, the 
school not being an elementary one within the 
meaning of the Edueation Acts.” 


I find again, in 1892, a letter to the Hanley 
School Board, which says— 

“The higher section of the [higher grade] 
school organised as proposed and receiving 
grants from the Science and Art Department 
as an organised science school would not be 
a public elementary school, nor could the cost 
of the erection of the premises in which it was 
to be conducted be included in a loan sane- 
tioned by this Department.” 


I think that that will show that the 
expenditure of the school rate on the 
maintenance of schools like the upper 
department of this kind of upper grade 
school has all along been declared by the 
Education Department to be illegal, and 
the judgment given the other day only 
confirmed the statements of the Depart- 
ment under every kind of Minister, from 
the time these schools were established 
down to the present day. There was no 
difficulty about the buildings, because 
the schools were established in buildings 
which were already in existence, or 
which, in some cases, were given for the 
purpose. 

As regards maintenance, the schools 
were at the outset maintained not out 
of the school rate, but by fees and the 
Science and Art grants. Some of the 
school boards boasted not only that the 
schools were not a burden on the rates, 
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but that the ratepayers made a profit only self-supporting, but, in some cases, 
from the fact that the school board | even a source of profit to the ratepayers. 
managed a school of this kind. I should) Then there is the question of buildings. 
like to establish what I have said by a That, of course, is the difficulty. A school 
quotation or two. The Brighton School board cannot raise a loan to build a 
Board writes, in 1887— school without obtaining the sanction of 
“If the amount of the fees received is taken the Education Department ” the loan. 
into account, it will be seen that a profit tothe School boards from time to time applied 
ratepayers has resulted.” for loans to build schools of this kind, 
but they were always told that it would 
not be legal to charge such loans upon 
the school rates. Yet, in spite of that, it is 
quite true that such schools have been 
built and the expenditure met out of 
loans charged on the school rate. I will 
illustrate what the modus operandi, gener- 
ally, was. An application was made by 
the Brighton School Board for sanction 
to a loan for building a higher grade 
school, in which the upper portion 
should be a school of science. They 
were informed that such a use of the 
school board funds was illegal. That 
application was then withdrawn, and 
an application was made for a public 
“Under a well-organised system.of graded | elementary school giving science in- 
hools the cost to the ratepayers need not be | struction under the Code, and having 
greater than it is now.” | fincas) ‘ : 
: laboratories for that purpose. Sanction 
Mr. YOXALL: With the Science and| to that was given, the school was 
built, and was at once used not as a public 
elementary school, but as a school of 
Sir J. GORST: Then Mr. Macarthy. | coienee. | 
the chairman of the Birmingham School | 
Board, — gave evidence before the) Mr. YOXALL was understood to say 
Secondary naacation — | that in the case of Hanley the building 
1895, and this is what he said— built with the loan referred to was a 
“| should like to say that the present Boar | public elementary school and an orga- 
econdary school ean only rightly exist if, so; nised school of science as well, but the 


faras its most ordinary work is concerned— | main part of it was used for the pur- 
tamely, the real secondary work—it costs the f a : 

leal rates nothing. Practically, such schools | POS€S of the latter. 
are dependent on grants from the Science and | __ é ee 
Art Department.” Sir J. GORST : I will give the facts of 


7 that case. e Hanley School Board, i 
To show my bona fides in the matter, I that case The Hanley School Board, in 
se . San <x * | 1892, asked for sanction to a school 
may mention that in 1896, when I was | : : z 
: “rare ; he +.) Which was to begin at Standard VII, 
omparatively new to this office, I wrote ; 
. ' . i and have a higher department as an 
n article on education, which appeared | ; ; aa . 
rt ; 1 tia], Organised science sehool. The Educa- 
inthe Nineteenth Century. That article): : 
ws. tion Department replied that such a 
Was very much complained of on some | . 
: be aiaathaailia eng, | department would not be a public ele- 
aeounts, but this particular passage | 
; pie : | mentary school, nor could the cost of the 
was criticised by no one— -, . . . ° . 
‘erection of the premises in which it was 
“The Boards, as purveyors of higher educa- | conducted be included in the loan sanc- 
ation, allege that pry! make a profit which tioned by the Department under the 
inures to the benefit of the ratepayers.” 2 . : ‘ 
ied Elementary Education Acts. The school 
That shows my bona fide belief of a few | board replied withdrawing that part of 
years ago, that the school rate was not | the scheme, and saying that the chemical 
pent on the maintenance of these! laboratory, art room, ete., would now 
thools, and that they were really not | be used for the instruction of children 
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Before the Kdueation Commission in 
1884, Mr. Seotson, the headmaster of 
the Central Higher Grade School, Man- 
chester, said,in answer to a question on 
this point, “It is practically more than 
vlf- supporting.” He very frequently 
had more than £150 to distribute 
amongst the teachers, of which £50 
wed to go to himself. A great deal 
has been said in these controversies 
about the late Mr. Mundella’s Circular 
in 1882, which undoubtedly encouraged | 
the establishment of these schools. What | 
did he say! IT have never seen it 
quoted 


Art grants. 
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in the standards of the Education Code. 
The loan was thereupon sanctioned. The 
school was opened on 24th May, 1894, 
and a school of science started in the 
building. Three years after there were 
191 pupils in the organised science 
school, no science at all being taught to 
the children in the standards. 
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Mr. YOXALL: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman quote the figures for the 
school as a whole, or allow me to do so ? 


Sir J. GORST: The hon. Member 
will have an opportunity afterwards ; 
it is not germane to my argument. [am 
illustrating how it eame about that 
although the Education Department 
said it was illegal, yet these schools were 
built. I will give another very recent 
ease Which shows exactly how the thing 
is done. In February, 1899, when 
attention had been called to this illegality 
and everybody was aware of it, the Leeds 
School Board wrote for sanetion to a 
building they required for science aeeom- 
modation and intended for the use of 
scholars in the primary elementary 
schools taking the scientifie subjects in 
accordance with the seheme of science 
laid down in the Code. The reply of the 
Edueation Department was this— 

“ We understand the premises to be required 
for the purposes of a primary elementary school 
in which science is to be taught in accord- 
ance with the scheme laid down in the Code ; 
that the science rooms are not more than 
sufficient for these purposes; that they will 
be used for these purposes; and upon that 
understanding we sanction the loan.” 


That is clear enough. But this is what 
the school board say in their report 
eighteen months later—— 

“The fine structure now in course of erec- 
tion in Burton Street is to be the future home 
of the present Southern Higher Grade School ’, 
—which is a school of science. I thereupon 
directed a letter to the school board to 
ask how they reconciled the condition 
on which they accepted the sanction to 
the loan with this statement in their 
report, but I am sorry to say, although 
that letter was sent some time ago, they 
have not yet offered an explanation. — 

The hon. Member in his speech said 
that if this judgment is aftirmed on appeal 
it will not touch the buildings, because 
they are built and done with. But the 
judgment will, as the hon. Member 


Sir J. Gorst. 
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pointed out, strike at the revenue of the 
schools. It will prevent the rates being 
any longer spent in the maintenance of 
these schools, which, I may say, nobody 
wishes to see injured or destroyed. The 
school boards will have three courses 
open to them. First of all they can re. 
turn to the condition of things, if it is 
possible to return to it, which obtained 
in the early days of these schools ; they 
ean charge fees and make the schools 
self-supporting, as Mr. Mundella said 
they ought to be, with the provision of 
free places for children whose parents 
are unable to pay the fees, but who 
deserve to be educated in a school of this 
kind. The second possibility is, to come 
to terms with the local authority which 
has power to rate for this purpose. The 
hon. Member was very scornful about 
that. The real point is that the borough 
or urban council has power to lay a rate 
to he applied to this purpose. 


Mr. YOXALL: Up toa penny 


Sir J. GORST: Yes. and a 
would in most eases be sufhicient. 


penny 

That 
arrangement is actually in operation at 
Jarrow-on-T'yne and New Mills, Derby- 
shire. 


Mr. YOXALL: In two eases ! 


Sir J. GORST: Those are two cases 
I know of and can verify, but I have 
every reason to helieve that there are 
many other eases, and if there were time 
[I have no doubt I could find them. 
There is the case of Ulverston. Ulver- 
ston was one of the school boards that 
applied to have an elementary school, 
and correspondence took place. Un- 
doubtedly they did not want a_ higher 
elementary school at all; they wanted 
a school of science. Negotiations are 
now going on which, I believe, will be 
brought to a satisfactory conclusion, by 
which the county of Laneaster will lay 
a penny rate in the town of Ulverston 


}and apply that rate to the maintenance 


ot this school. 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich): Do T understand that the 
county ean levy arate in Ulverston ? 

Sir J. GORST: It is rather a curious 
state of the law at present. Ulverston 
can lay a penny rate itself, and the 
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unty of Lancaster also can lay a penny 
rate. 
se JOHN BRUNNER: 


ton ? 





In Ulver- 


sr J. GORST: In Ulverston. The 
[lverston penny rate is unfortunately | 
ready appropriated to some other | 
purpose, and in order to make the thing | 
bgal the Ulverston people have re- 
atested the county of Lancaster to lay a | 
penny rate upon them, and I have every 
nason to believe that in the course of a 
iw weeks that will be done, and the 
utc applied, with the consent of all 
ytties, to enable the school to be estab- 
ished in a legal manner. 


srk JOHN BRUNNER: Will Ulver- 
tonthen be able to spend twopence in | 
the pound ? 


Sik J. GORST: Yes. I do not think 
there is any danger of any one of these 
vhools, if it a good school, being 
ijured, even assuming the judgment is 

ofimed. The final course open i 
the Higher Elementary School Minute. 
[stated last year that the Higher Elemen- 
ary School Minute was invented on 
wirpose for these schools; it was in- 
vnded, in the event of the judgment 
ring in acordance with the legal opinion 
ithe Board of Education, to legalise 
their position. 

I inust now say a few words about the 
wening schools. Evening schools are 
the most chaotic part of the whole of 
ur chaotic system. Evening school 
wstruction ranges from the three R’s 
-which generally have been previously 
aught to the scholars at the public 
apense and are being taught again at 
the public expense—up to such subjects 

s drawing from the life, differential 
” integral calculus, spherical trigono- 
uetry, and advanced processes of metal- 
urgy. These evening continuation | 
thools draw their revenue from public 
« well as from private sources. They | 
et their revenue firstly from the rates, | 
thich is perfectly legal so long as they 
wep within the very wide range of the | 
wvening Continuation School Code. Then 
they draw revenue from the county | 
wuneil for technical 


Is 


nm 


hey also have local taxation money, 
thich comes from the Chancellor of the | 
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Exchequer, and which is distributed 
through the county council. They also 
have a grant from the Science and Art 
Department and the grant for elementary 

}education. These schools are inspected 
by four different sets of inspectors, 
and they are established by one set of 
managers who compete with those schools 
| set up by another set of managers, and 
‘thus pupils are drawn from schools 
{supported by public money. In the 
case of London the London School 
Board took upon itself some three years 
ago, without any definite Parliamentary 

j authority, to make all the evening 

‘schools free, and the effect of making 
these evening schools free has been not 
to draw students out of the streets, but 


{ 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| to draw students from other schools 
}and institutions. There is no doubt 
| that in the case of a great many of 
the polytechnics receiving _ public 
;money the students are drawn away 
into the schools because they have 


to pay either smaller fees or no fees 
jat all. It is quite true that if the 
| judgment is confirmed on appeal, these 
|evening schools, maintained by the 
| rates, will not be able to teach subjects 
| outside the Evening School Continuation 
| Code, and they will not be able to teach 
science. 

The Lord President of the Council 
was asked in the House of Lords the 
other day* whether he would bring in 
a Bill to cure this difficulty, and from 
the answer my noble friend gave in 
another place I cannot promise, and 
hon. Members must not expect, that the 
Government will bring in any Bill which 
will deal with this specific complaint 
of school boards. But the Government 
will bring in a Bill, as my noble friend 
said in the House of Lords, upon which 
all these points can be raised, and upon 





which a Parliamentary decision can be 
taken. The Government will bring 
in a Bill for the creation of secondary 
education authorities having power to 
provide public instruction in those 
subjects which are not contained in the 
| Elementary and Evening Continuation 
| Schools Codes. Parliament will then de- 
cide whether there is to be one authority 
for dealing with education. If it decides 


instruction, and | that there should be only one, it will 





* See preceding volume of Debates, page 978, 


Y2 
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then have to say who that authority 
shall be. If Parliament decides to have 
two authorities, the House will then 
have to decide what definition of higher 


education shall be adopted, and where’ 
the limit of one authority ceases and | 
| be defrayed by rates and a slightly 


that of the other begins. 

Parliament will also have to decide 
another matter which has never yet been 
brought toa decision. That is, whether it 
is for the interest of the country that 
adults shall receive this higher education 
or any education at the expense of the 


Cardiff lost one-sixth of a penny, Liver. 
pool one-fifteenth of a penny, Manchester 
one-eighth of a penny, and so on, | 
do not think the higher grade schools 
are in any danger, because a slightly 
greater proportion of their cost will 


less proportion will be paid out of the 
Consolidated Fund. It does not seem 


'to me to be reasonable that rich schools 


should come to this House and ery out 


‘that we are destroying the higher grade 


country. I do not wish to prejudice | 
this question at all. There is, of course, | 


a great deal to be said on both sides. 
But take a case of this kind: A 
person of mature life wishes to amuse 
himself, to provide himself with re- 


creation by drawing. Has he any, 


right to ask the ratepayers or the tax- 
payers to pay not only the cost of his 
being taught, but also of the materials 


which he uses ?—beeanse, I am told, 


wnybody who wishes to learn drawing | 


has nothing to do but to walk into one 
of the London evening continuation 
schools, and he can there get most ex- 
cellent instruction and have all his 
materials found for him. It may he 
right that that should be done, but | 
think Parliament ought to decide it. 
1 do not think it is right that even 


such an august body as the London | 


School Board should decide that question 
without the authority of Parliament, 
and certainly upon the Bill to be brought 


in the House will have an opportunity | 


of deciding this question. 

[ have alreadydetained the Houserather 
a long time, but I must briefly refer to 
the Higher Elementary School Minute. 
The Higher Elementary Schoo! Minute 
does no doubt diminish the Exchequer 
grants received by the higher grade 
schools of the type to which T have 
heen referring, and that [say is per 
fectly legal and perfectly right. That 
question was discussed last — session. 
It is inseparable from the system of the 
block grant that those schools that 
are earning most from the Government 
should suffer ; but, on looking through 
the figures, I find that the School 
Board of London all through London 
has lost only £4,000 by the operation 


schools by putting on them a charge 
of one-thirty-seventh of a penny. 

Ido not think that I need say much 
more. The agitation that is going on 
in regard to this matter is really an 
attempt on the part of the school boards 
of the country to get themselves made 
secondary education authorities as the 
school boards are in Seotland. We 
can discuss that when the Bill to which 
I have already referred comes on. | 
will only just say briefly what are my 
objections to the school board as the 
education authority. My first objection 
is its inapplicability to the rural districts, 
which require higher education quite 
as much as, if not more than, the great 
towns. My second objection is that the 
methods of the school boards have the 
effect of destroying excellent institutions 
which already exist and which are 
doing really good work. I am sorry 
to say that the figures show that there 
is not the slightest doubt that the 
secondary schools of London, which 
have been aided by the Technical In- 
struction Committee of the London 
County Council, and which are very 
efficient schools, have been injured 
by the higher grade schools of the 


‘London School Board ; for whereas for- 


of the block grant system, representing | 


a one-thirty-seventh of a penny rate. 
Sir J. Gorst, 


merly a great number of children from 
the elementary schools found their way 
into these secondary schools, they are 
now kept out of these schools because 
the School Board keep them in the 
inferior schools, and they are not allowed 
to enter the higher schools. It will be 
seen that, so far from giving the children 
of working men a_ better education, 
you are actually preventing them getting 
the better education which they would 
otherwise get. My third objection 8 


that the type of school established by 


the school board is not the type you 
would like to see all over this gguntty, 
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Itis tainted by the defects of our elemen- 
tary school system—defects which lead 
to too much of an attempt to drill and | 
too much training of the children, and | 
toolittle attempt is made to develop their | 
character and give them any originality 
of their own. You cannot help this | 
if you have hundreds of children | 
under one management, for it is im- 
posible for the head of the school to 
superintend such a large number and 
to know enough of the children to 
enable him to develop their character 
at the same time. These are the reasons 
why we think the school boards should 
not be made the authority for these 
higher grade schools. One thing I 
quite admit, and that is, that we shall 
never have anything like a proper 
system of education in this country 
until we make up our mind what is to be 
theauthority,until we have one authority. 
and until schools of every kind and every 
grade are placed under that authority. 
Then there will be no more overlapping, 
no more trouble about the particular 
kind of school, or the particular course 
of education to be given in it ; because 
if you have one authority in a district 
you can lay out a plan of education 
suited to the wants of the people of 
that district, and you can build such 
schools as are necessary for the peculiar 
wants and idiosyncrasies of the people of 
the district. You would have education 
carried on in a 
kind of manner, and you would get rid 
of the chaos which exists at present. 


*Mr. J. H. WHITLEY (Halifax) said 
he wished to draw the attention of the 
right hon. the Vice-President to the 
special difficulties under which evening 
continuation schools at present laboured. 
He could speak with some little authority 
on this question, from the fact that for 
the last fifteen years he had been engaged 
in Halifax in the management of some 
of the most successful continuation 
schools in the country. The first thing 
he wanted was the abolition of the 17s. 6d. 
limit. He did not know whether it had 
been an oversight on the part of the 
right hon. Gentleman, but when the t 


limit, it was left in existence in regard 
to evening schools, which was an extreme 
hardship. For fifteen years those with | 
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experience 
that, the chances were doubled or tripled 
that they would never get them into the 
evening schools. 
the 
consider a system whereby a child, within 
six months of leaving a day school, could 
enter 
systems would overlap in the least degree, 
but they could be so arranged as to take 
/away the probability of break. 
happened 


sensible and business! became a 


did not like 


Day School Code abolished the 17s. 6d. | 
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|'whom he had been working had been 
| labouring to raise the standard of educa- 


tion in those evening schools, and when, 
at the end of fourteen years, they were 
able to earn grants exceeding the 17s. 6d., 

they found that the money could not 
be paid because this iniquitous regulation 


still remained on the Evening School Code. 


The second matter which he wished to 
press on the right hon. Gentleman was 
the connection between the evening and 
the day schools. Three years ago the 


right hon. Gentleman introduced into 
the Evening School Code a regulation 
forbidding children who were attending 
a day school to attend, at the same time, 
an evening school. 
the regulation he agreed, but in actual 
practice it had resulted in considerable 
harm to the children they wished to bene- 
fit. 


the children to pass from the day to the 


With the spirit of 


His most important point was to get 


evening school without the break. His 
showed that unless they did 


He would ask whether 


right hon. Gentleman would not 


an evening school. The two 


What 
was this. Unless a_ child 
“full timer” during the six 
months of the summer, he was inable 


to begin the evening school session 
at the proper time. All the class2s had 


been arranged, and the children had 
fixed on their companions. The child 
to go into the school half- 
way through the winter session, and 
therefore in many cases he said he would 
not go to the evening school until 
next year. When the break was once 
made in this way the chances were that 
they never got such children into evening 
schools at all. If a reasonable modifica- 
tion of the regulation made eight years 
ago were introduced, it would not be a 
hardship on the children in the day 
schools, and would be a very great advan- 
age to the country. 


The third matter he wished to press 


‘on the attention of the right hon. Gentle- 
‘man was physical education in the 
In the evening schools 


evening schools. 
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with which he was connected, he had | 
insisted, in spite of,the Evening School | 
Code, on a large proportion of physical | 
education. Hon. Members must remem- 
ber that they were dealing with children 
who had spent ten hours already at work ; 
and he had always held that it was not 
advisable that such children should have 
their education based entirely on book 
work. Therefore, in his evening schools, 
it had always been essential that physical 
drill and gymnastics should be carried on 
alongside and with mental instruction. 
He attributed to that fact a large part of 
the success of these schools, and the 
high percentage of the regular attendance 
at them. He wold ask the right hon. 
Gentleman whether, when he was arrang- 
ing his next Code, he would not put in 
a specific grant for physical culture 
under proper precautions. Inthe present 
condition of the Army and Navy there 
was nothing more important than that 
our youths should get more regular 
and systematic physical education in the 
evening schools. He had heard with 
gratification the concluding words of the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman, 
when he asserted that the Bill he was 
going to introduce into the House would 
not be like some other Bills, or like the 
laws of the Medes and Persians, which 
could not be altered, but that it would 
be a Bill which the House could discuss in 
a businesslike manner, not a cast-iron 
Bill which they must accept or reject. 
He trusted that the promise would be 
fulfilled, and that the Bill would be 
brought in and discussed in a broad spirit. 


Supplu—Civil 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradferd, W.) said 
there were two or three matters to which 
he wished to draw the attention of the 
Committee and the right hon. Gentle- 
man. First of all. however, he joined 
cordially in the concluding remarks ot 
the hon. Gentleman opposite. Hethought 
the time had now come when, in diseuss- 
ing matters affecting education, they 
might well eliminate party elements and 
think solely in a practical and business- 
like way of the very difficult and intrizate 
problems with which they had to deal. 
The speech of the right hon. the Vice- 
President was an evidence of that fact. 

Passing from that, what was it that 
evening continuation schools were trying 
to do’ They were trying three things— 
Mr. J. H. Writley. 
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to combine what he would call a system 
of night schools with that of continuing 
the education of children from the elemen. 
tary day schools, and with a soupeon 
of technical education—and they were 
failing in the combination. At least, his 
experience on the London School Board 
was that the effort to combine the three 
systems in one was not a success. They 
_had heard accounts brought before the 
London School Board of such evening 
continuation schools being opened free, 
but at a very large cost to the ratepayers, 
and of the classes being very largely at- 
tended. But the Committee would have 
smiled if they had heard the report as to 
the actual attendance at some of these 
classes. Nevertheless, the evening con- 
tinuation schools of the London School 
Board were doing a great and useful work, 
and in these days when public attention 
was being directed to the large number 
of young people who were loafing about 
the streets, one would be sorry to do 
anything to curtail that useful work, 
although it needed to be systematised. 
He sincerely hoped from the speech of 
the Vice-President that it was the inten- 
tion of the Government to steadily and 
persistently persevere in that course. 
The task was really not so very difficult. 
They had not to contend against any 
antagonism, or any public feeling, but 
only against the smaller petty jealousies 
between local bodies. Of course the ideal 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
sketched of one central authority would 
be the true solution of the problem-- 
one local authority responsible for all 
education throughout well-defined areas. 

There was another matter to which 
he would like to draw attention, and 
again he did so in no party spirit. From 
time to time they heard of the eduea- 
tional progress in other countries. That 
had become almost a commonplace, and 
in metaphorical language it was urged 
that England was lagging behind other 
nations in this respect. Unhappily 
was the truth. No matter what codes 
they might invent, or what authorities 
they might establish, they had got to 
come back at last to the quality of the 
teachers who were going to impart the 
‘instruction. [An Hon. Memper: And 
the number of them.] Those who were 
responsible for the education of this 
| country might make every uttempt in 
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other directions, but these would of | Education Department ; but if not, it 
necessity fail. The scarcity of places in| might be done by a Bill of an entirely 
the training colleges was now nothing | non-contentious character. But until it 
less than a_ scandal. 
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Representative | was done there would from time to 
after representative of the Education time arise cases of harsh, capricious, and 
Department had, from the Treasury | cruel dismissal of teachers. And these 
Bench. deplored the scarcity of places in| would disgust a large number of young 
the training colleges, even after the} people who would otherwise enter the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had met’ teaching profession. 

the request of the Education Depart-' He would most respectfully and earn- 
ment with a rebuke. The accommoda- | estly press on the attention of the right 
tion in the training colleges was wholly | hon. Gentleman the matters which he 
and utterly inadequate to meet the had brought before the Committee ; and 
demand, and the result was that young | he hoped that he would be permitted to 


| 





teachers, with every hope that they 
might make themselves useful public | 
servants, found themselves unable to com- | 
plete their career or to obtain admission | 
to the training colleges. Consequently | 
they resorted to other professions, and | 
the years of work they had given was 
lost, besides a considerable amount of 
public money expended on them. He 
hoped the Government would consider 
the question of increasing the number of | 
training colleges. The ideal would be to 
link the training colleges to the univer- 
sities, and give the young teachers a taste 
of that wider life which was obtained in 
a public university. But if that could 

not be done, they ought not to see the 
teachers of the future dropping out of 
the ranks—hundreds, almost thousands, 
of capable young people who might be 
efficient and brilliant teachers, denied 
admission to the training colleges. He 
hoped and believed that the religious 
difficulty was not going any more to 
hinder them from working for the pro- 
gress of education. He believed that all 
the religious difficulties could be settled 
by a five minutes conference round a 
common table, on the broad principle of 
“give and take.”’ 

That brought him to another point 
which he wished to bring before the 
attention of the Committee—namely, the 
securing of a reasonable fixity of tenure 
for the teachers. This equally applied 
to teachers in voluntary as in board 
schools. How could they hope to induce 
the young people of the country to be- 
come teachers unless there was some 
reasonable prospect of fixity of tenure, 
and some provision made against the 


| ditions. 





arbitrary and capricious dismissal of 


express the anticipation that the Bill pro- 
mised by the right hon. Gentleman 
would be introduced ere long in the 
House. At the present moment, all 
who engaged in the work of educa- 
tion were doing so under difficult con- 
There had been a legal deci- 
sion of the King’s .Bench Division 
pronouncing that much of the education 
given by the school boards of recent 
years had been illegal. That decision 
had been appealed against, although the 
Education Department had very pro- 
perly decided to continue paying the 
grants pending the appeal. This con- 
dition of chaos could not, however, and 
ought not to, go on much longer. It 
ought to be the serious work of the 
Government this session to simplify and 
regulate the education of the country as 
it ought to be, and to create an authority 
which would once for all put an end to 
the disastrous and extravagant system 
of overlapping, and place the public 
education of the country on a real 
businesslike footing. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said they must all agree with the right 
hon. Gentleman that every grade of 
school and each kind of education 
should be in each district under the 
same local authority responsible to 
the people. The right hon. the Vice- 
President had told them that the right 
of any school board to use the rates for 
advanced instruction had been chal- 
lenged in the courts of law. Now, the 
very fact of that challenge was, in his 
opinion, a very serious commentary on 
the capacity of the officials of the Educa- 
tion Department to interpret the Parlia- 


teachers? He believed himself that that | mentary statutes for the last thirty 


could be secured by a Minute of he | ones. The late Mr. Mundella, a pre- 
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decessor of the right hon. Gentleman, | genuine endeavour on the part of the 


had gone out of his way to invite the 
Welsh school boards to establish higher 
grade schools, although no doubt he had 
added that they ought to be self-sup- 


porting. But, apart from Mr. Mundella, 


the present Vice-President and other 
members of the Board of Education had 
gone down to the country and in various 


cities and towns made flamboyant 


speeches congratulating the people ot 
these towns on founding higher grade 


schools. No opposition had ever been 


raised by the Department until the 


other day as to the propriety of 


using the school rates for the support of 
He did not propose to 


these schools. 
deal further with this part of the ques- 


tion, seeing that the decision of the 


courts had been challenged. and that the 
point must hereafter be decided by the 
final court of appeal. 

But what he wanted to come to was a 
matter which was not sub judice, and 
which had not been challenged in a 
court of law—namely. the administration 
of the Higher Elementary Schools Minute. 
He hoped the House would excuse him 
if he went into this matter in some 
detail. Hon. Members would remember 
that the Education Code last year 
initiated a very salutary reform — a 
reform due to the right hon. Gentleman, 
and which provided for the “ block ” 
grant instead of special grants. Under 
that system a large number of schools 
which had been devoting attention to a 
large number of specific subjects lost 
a great deal of money, and in response to 
the pressure from both sides of the 
House—[An Hon. Memper: Oh, ob.| 
—well, or as a result of the spontaneous 
goodwill towards education which the 
right hon. Gentleman had always evinced 
in evervthing he had said- 


sir J. GORST said that he might 
explain that the grants to the higher 
grade schools and the schools of science 
would be continued until the legal issue 
of the appeal which had been made to the 
House of Lords on the point. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA said he would 
confine his remarks to the Elementary 
School Minute of April last, which pro- 
vided for special instruction and special 
grants. That Minute seemed to be a 
Dr. Macnamara, 


right hon. Gentleman to provide facilities 
for the continuous education of the 
children of the working classes whose 
parents were willing to keep them at 
school up to fifteen years of age. It was 
on that statement that the hon. Member 
for Cambridge University based his sug- 
gestion for a Higher Elementary Educa- 
tion Minute. It was on thestrength of this 
statement that it was a genuine endea- 
vour to make provision for the further 
education of the working-class children 
—rendered necessary by the cutting 
down of the grants under the Block 
grant system—that the House has 
agreed that the Code and the Minute 
were conducive to the best interests of 
education. He did not want to put it 
offensively, but directly the matter had 
passed away from the House the scope of 
the Minute began to be dwarted to a very 
alarming degree. The local authorities 
who applied for recognition of their 
schools under the Minute were promptly 
told that such schools to be recognised 
must have a curriculum bearing a close 
resemblance to the curriculum of a school 
of science. Schools of science were higher 
grade schools organised under rules of 
the now happily defunct Science and Art 
Department, and which had a curriculum 
mainly scientific. He complained of 
that administration ; there was nothing 
in the Minute about conforming to a 
scientific course. The Minute was one 
merely establishing higher elementary 
schools, not higher elementary schools 
of science; andif that had been the inten- 
tion of the Minute it would have been 
better for the House to have been told of 
it before it passed away from them. The 
Minute laid down that the Board should 
decide which grant should be paid in the 
case of each year’s course after consulting 
the report and recommendation on four 
points—the suitability of the instruction 
to the circumstances of the scholars and 
the neighbourhood; the thoroughness 
and the intelligence with which the in- 
struction was given ; the sufficiency and 
suitability of the staff; and the dis- 
cipline and organisation, Of — these 
four points the pregnant phrase was 
the first. Would the right hon. 
Gentleman argue that a course of in- 
struction, mainly scientific, would be 
universally suitable to the use of all 
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schools in all neighbourhoods? Ifhedid{ paid for commercial education could 
not argue in that way then there was|not begin to do so now; but that 
nothing in the Minute which would/ would be an extraordinary statement 
justify the ruling which the Board of |to make, seeing that the country had 
Education was now giving right and| paid for commercial instruction and 
left, that the provisions of the Higher Ele-|that the Board of Education in 
mentary School Minute were not applic- its Science and Art Directory made 
able to schools of a commercial type. He) provision for commercial — instruc- 
considered it was a most fatuous ruling. |tion. He hoped the Board of Edu- 
The one thing needed at the present time | cation would see its way to modity 
was opportunity for commercial training. this ruling at once. Let them con- 
It was always his impression that the | trast the system in this country with 
Government believed that the one par-|that of Scotland. Why should not the 
ticular need of the moment was com- one be as good as the other—what was 
mercial education. Ata conference held sauce for the Scotch gander surely was 
at the Guildhall on the question of com- | sauce for the English goose? In Scot- 
mercial education, and which was con- land it was always desired that the local 
vened by the London Chamber of | authorities should feel themselves free to 
Commerce. the Vice-President of the | vary the curriculum according to local 
Council agreed that commercial education needs, but that was not so in England, 
was in the opinion of the Government and the same remark applied to the age 
essential. That was also shown by the for leaving. In Scotland it could be 
remarks made by the Home Secretary | extended to eighteen years, whilst in 
on the previous day when distributing England it was ruled down to fifteen ; 
prizes in connection with the London the only complimentary explanation 
Chamber of Commerce scheme. The | being that an English child could at the 
right hon. Gentleman said on that occa- | age of fifteen attain the same intellectual 
sion,that in being present he was only per- | level as a Scotch child of eighteen. The 
forming his duty. “It would bea strange local authorities of Bradford (the Man- 
thing,” he added, “if the Government of | chester of the woollen trade) desired to 
a great commercial country like this did | have a higher elementary school organised 
not show an interest ina matter so vitally |on commercial lines, with French and 
affecting the interests of the country.” | German as the leading subjects. That was 
The way in which the Government |@ suggestion which one would have 
showed that interest consisted in their | thought would have been encouraged, 
rigidly declining to recognise schools | but it was not, and Bradford was told 
which proposed to give commercial | that it could not have a school organised 
training. The Government must be | on commercial lines, it must be a school 
very unworthy fiduciaries if they deprived ‘of science. There was nothing what- 
the working classes of this one avenue to. ever in the Minute to justify any such 
success which was now open to them. ruling. : 
Everybody was alive to the importance | The House had been told a short time 
of commercial education except those | ago that there had been some 190 appli- 
who ought to be most alive to it—those | Cations for recognition under the Higher 
who controlled education. He protested | Elementary Minute. The same informa- 
very strongly against this endeavour to , 4on had been given on the 31st of July 
rule out commercial training for the | last. Were they to understand that no 
people. Although Lord Rosebery and | applications were made during the seven 
the Colonial Secretary had recently made | months which: intervene between those 
strong statements as to the necessity for | tWo dates? Out of those 190 applications 
commercial education, all that was re-|tWO only had been recognised. That 
ceived from the Board of Education was | ¥@8 the information given to the House 
well summed up in a letter written to the nearly twelve months after the Minute 
was passed, that only two had been recog- 


London School Board :— ‘ ; 
*Decdwins thadedeeg: enna be veenguleed se nised out of 190. In London there were 


part of the curriculum of higher elementary | Seventy-nine high g ade schools, and the 
schools,”? London School Board, disliking the science 


But the right hon. Gentleman might | course, had foregone the preferential 
say that the Government never having ' grants and took mostof the cost out of 
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the ratepayers, because they preferred | Education on the same subject and re- 
a general commercial curriculum. When ceived the following reply— 


the Higher Elementary Minute was intro- 
duced they suggested that these seventy- 


nine schools should be recognised, and | 
the Board of Education magnanimously ' 


offered to recognise four, or rather 


the School Board authorities were 
told that the Board of Education 
would consider four out of the 


seventy-nine. Seventy-nine looked rather 
a high figure, but that was only one 
school to every 100,000 of the popula- 
tion. 
population was entitled to one higher 


Surely every district with 100,000 | 


grade school. The answer which they. 


obtained was that the Board of Educa- 
tion would consider the advisability of 
recognising the four schools of science, 
which would give two higher grade 
schools in Greenwich and two in Maryle- 
bone, those being the places in which 
these four schools were situated. In 
nine out of the eleven divisions of the 
London School Board there were no 
higher elementary schools under the 
Minute. In the Division of West Lam- 
beth, which he himself represented, there 
were seven Parliamentary boroughs with 
650,000 population, 130,000 of whom 
were children attending the elementary 
schools, and that division did not possess 
a higher elementary school under the 
Minute. 


House of Commons. 

He did not want to labour the point, 
but he could not help saying that, all 
the country over, there had been a set 
determination on the part of the Board 
of Education to put every conceivable 
obstacle in the way of establishing higher 
elementary education and the further 
development of the working-class chil- 
dren. It was simply marvellous how 
the rulings under the Minute were 
developing. In April last the Birming- 
ham teachers applied through the Secre- 
tary to the Colonies that elementary and 
higher elementary schools might be held 
under one roof, and he received a letter 


That was not the spirit in, 
which the Minute was placed before the | 


from the Board of Education which con- | 


tained the following— 

“The new Minute does not state that the 
new type of school must necessarily be in a 
totally separate building from an ordinary 
elementary school.” 


Shortly after that the Hebden Bridge 


“The Board of Education do not propose to 
sanction as higher elementary schools, schools 
which are in part used as ordinary elementary 
schools. Higher elementary schools must be 
separate and complete.” 


He submitted that such a ruling as that 
was in direct conflict with the ruling 
obtained by the Colonial Secretary on 
behalf of the Birmingham teachers. 


Sir J. GORST was understood to say 
that the second ruling was a mistake. 
He would not object to sanction as higher 
elementary schools, schools which were 
partly used as ordinary schools, and in 
many cases he had sanctioned them. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA: Had the right 
hon. Gentleman sanctioned the schools 
at Hebden Bridge ? That was the school 
to which he was referring, and he would 
be very much surprised to hear that the 
Board of Education had at Hebden 
Bridge sanctioned a higher elementary 
school and a primary school under one 
roof. If Minutes were administered 
in this manner they would before very 
long be administered entirely out of 
existence. It was impossible to fix these 
people. They dodged about from kopje to 
kopje in a way that put the activity of 
Christian De Wet into the shade. When 
endeavouring to fix the responsibility for 
the deliberate and reprehensible attempt 
to whittle down the Higher Elementary 
Minute, the difficulty with which one 
was confronted was that it was quite 
impossible to believe the Vice-President 
could be responsible, for every public 
utterance of his proclaimed him to be a 
generous and enlightened and progressive 
educationalist. Whoever was respon- 
sible, having regard to the manner in 
which we were plunged into the fiercest 
of commercial struggles with our foreign 
rivals, it was lamentable to the last 
degree. It was Little Englandism of the 
most pernicious type to put these ob- 
stacles in the way of most generous 
facilities for the intellectual equipment 
of the children of the people. He pleaded 
for a touch of Imperialism in this matter, 
and thought that the greatest possible 
facilities should be given by the Board of 


School Board wrote to the Board of | Education. 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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Sir W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dart-| thirty years of negligence. Facts could 
ford) said the debate had been one of | be adduced which would show the fruit 
extraordinary interest, and if it had/of the educational efforts in America 
shown one thing more than another, it | as regarded the engineering trade. He 
had shown that it was high time that | believed that facts and figures would 
they had something more than these} be -brought before the House which 
educational speeches from the right hon. would awaken hon. Members and the 
Gentleman. It was high time that, | Government to the urgency of proceed- 
after debate upon debate in this House, ; ing in this matter. His right hon. 
measures of the kind which had been’ friend had alluded to a Bill which was 
shown with almost sickening reiteration to come before the House. He believed 
to be necessary should be produced that that Bill had the germs of success in 
before them, and that an Act of Parlia- it. He believed that the whole key of 
ment should reduce this matter to a the position was that they must trust 
practical shape. the representatives of the people in each 

Hon. Gentlemen who had spoken on locality. The less Parliament interfered 
the subject on this occasion had cast with the localities the better. They 
upon the administration of the Educa-, must have a central authority, but the 
tion Department the imputation that solution of the difficulty was to place 
the treatment of higher grade schools for the education of the people in some local 
many years had been a serious reflection | authority in each district. He appealed 
on the Education Department. He to hon. Members, whatever the pro- 
thought the reflection should rather be’ mised measure was, to remember the 
cast on the people of this country, who huge issues involved, to sink their political 
for thirty years past had shown so little differences, and to endeavour to come toa 
interest in education. Ii they had wise and just conclusion. 
taken half the interest in this question 
that they had taken in taxation and, Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said the 
other matters a remedy would have been discussion that day showed that there was 
found long ago. All Governments had a general feeling that the time had come 
dreaded and shirked the difficulty of for endeavouring to pass a comprehen- 
filling up the obvious gap between ele- sive measure which would get rid of the 
mentary and higher education. He evils and inconveniences which had been 
appealed to the House never to cease to. so strongly pointed out on the Opposition 
put pressure on the Government until | side of the House. The right hon. Gentle- 
the latter produced a measure and gave, man the Vice-President did not grapple 
earnest of their intention to carry it to. with the difficulty underlying the whole 
a practical conclusion. No Government ' matter—namely, the fact that the higher 
ever had such an opportunity as the’ grade schools, which had been allowed 
Government had at this moment of to go on for a good many years, had 
dealing with the question. This debate suddenly found themselves dealt with in 
showed what an extraordinary change an entirely different spirit, and had 
had come over public opinion in respect found themselves in great difficulty in 
to this subject, not only outside but carrying on the work they did. 
within the walls of that House. This |The House would allow him to say how 
new Parliament was prepared to deal these higher grade schools came into 
practically with the question. He be- existence. A Commission whic!: reported 
lieved that hon. Members were prepared in 1868 pointed out that the greatest 
to make some sacrifices of principle on educational need of the country, besides, 
each side to secure a good measure. They of course, the establishment of elementary 
were prepared to approach the matter, schools, was the establishment of higher 
not as partisans of either the voluntary grade schools—secondary schools which 
or school board system, but as educa- should give a practical education to 
tionists. He believed that before many children from the age of fourteen or 
years had passed, and when the first | fifteen for a moderate fee not exceeding £4 
stress of pressure came as regarded our, ayear. Nothing had been done to give 
commercial supremacy, we should find | effect to that recommendation from that 
what a bitter penalty we had to pay for time to now, and except by the schemes 
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of the Endowed Schools Commissioners | to satisfy the requirements of the Science 
nothing was done to create these schools, | and Art Department they had gone on 
which were the greatest need of the | incurring expenses, erecting schools, 
country then, and were the greatest need| and purchasing apparatus. Now they 
of the country still. Then came the! found themselves suddenly cut off from 
Education Act of 1870, and two years | the resources on which they had counted, 
after that Act came into operation the and they were in serous financial diffi- 
school boards, feeling that the benefits | culties. 
obtained in the elementary schools were | 
very largely lost because the children) Sir J. GORST said he had distinctly 
could not carry their education further, | stated that until the final judgment was 
started these higher grade schools. He | given in the case the grants would be 
did not think the right hon. Gentleman | paid. 
would dispute the growth of these higher 
grade schools. From that time to now! Mr. BRYCE remarked that there was 
they had been of the greatest possible |a sword hanging over their heads, so to 
benefit. No part of our educational | speak, and they were unable to develop 
machinery had been better than those|their work. The present position of 
sixty or seventy schools which would be} school boards was really an extremely 
hit at by the case now under appeal. | difficult one, and one which made it 
Therefore this was a very serious case. impossible for them to continue the 
It was not denied, and it would not be | course by which they had rendered con- 
denied by the Education Department |siderable service. Therefore, he could 
itself, that the line they had taken lately | not help wishing that the Board of Edu- 
had been very different from the line| cation, before they issued their new 
taken at an earlier time. It would have | Minute, before they set the Cockerton 
been quite impossible for the school | case going—— 
boards to have gone on as they had done 
continually developing these schools and| Sir J. GORST said he absolutely dis- 
working them out on larger lines if the | claimed all responsibility for the Cocker- 
Education Department had adopted | ton case; the Board of Education had 
the kind of policy which had been adopted | nothing whatever to do with it. 
lately. He did not at all deny that there 
were some drawbacks. One of them had) Mk. BRYCE said that in that case 
been mentioned that night. Under the the Board of Education ought to have 
influence of the science and art grants framed their Minute in a different way, 
these schools were going too exclusively and they ought to have administered the 
on the scientific line. He did not deny Minute in a different spirit from that 
that there were some places where it which they appeared to have pursued. 
might be true that. as the right hon. These schools filled gaps, and were doing 
Gentleman had pointed out, the higher! most useful work. The higher grade 
grade schools were to some extent coming schools were doing most useful technical 
into competition with secondary schools | work, and he asked why it should be cut 
in a way that made it difficult for them to short. There was neither reason, con- 
carry on, but, on the whole, the balance | sistency, nor public advantage in the line 
of advantage was very greatly on the/ the Board of Education had taken. _ 
side of the higher grade schools. They| He agreed with the main conclusion 
had become so indispensable in the educa- | of his right hon. friend the Member tor 
tional machinery of the country that any | the Dartford Division that what was 
interference with them ought to have wanted was a systematic revision of the 
been avoided by the Board of Education. | whole system. The Vice-President of 
Well, under some influence, the origin of | the Council had said that there was a want 
which he could not guess, the Board of | of public interest in the question; but 
Education had disregarded the danger, | why was there a want of public interest ? 
and they had checked the usefulness of | Because it was perfectly impossible for 
these higher grade schools. He believed | any private individual, unless he gave his 
that at this moment these schools were|mind to the study of the excessively 
i: serious difficulty, because in order} complicated condition into which our 


Mr. Bryce. 





| 
| 














— a 











629 Supply—Civil {5 Marcu 1901} Service Estimates. 630 


system of education had got, to under-|the thing we most needed, probably 
stand anything about it. This was not | more than scientific education, and unless 
a new matter. It had been admitted| it were provided by the Government, 
for years. It was dealt with in the|or unless the Government provided the 
fullest manner by the Royal Commission | means by which that commercial educa- 
that reported in 1895. That Commis- | tion could be given, we would not retain 
sion was unanimous. The right hon. | for long our commercial supremacy in 
Gentleman on every occasion he had | the competition with foreign countries. 
addressed the House since had admitted | It by no means followed that they under- 
that the matter was urgent. The present | valued commercial education because 
Government had a large majority. | they refused to allow schools to supply 
Why did it not deal with the question, | it which, by the very essence of their 
and why by the Minute of last session | being, were incapable and unfitted to 
did it actually begin to pull down the old | provide it. The hon. Member opposite 
house before erecting a new one? That! said that no one would have dreamt 
ought not to have been done until they | when the Minute was discussed in the 
had established a new authority to carry | House that the Government would have 
out a new scheme. The Board of Educa- | placed a construction on it which would 
tion had reversed that progress, and they | prevent the school boards giving com- 
had stopped the authority which was) mercial education in the schools. He 
doing useful work before they had started | should say that anyone who considered 
a new authority to take its place. He | the subject for a moment would see that 
hoped the Committee might take it that |the Government had no alternative. 
there was no doubt that the Government |The Royal Commission on Secondary 
would introduce a Bill. Perhaps they | Education reported that the school 
would say whether the Bill would be | boards had already taken the place of 
introduced in this or in the other | what were called by the Schools Inquiry 
House ? Commission the third grade, and in 
some cases the second grade schools. 
The Minute of last year seemed to him to 
' | have begun to carry out the reeommenda- 
wi tions of the Royal Commission on Secon- 

Mr. BRYCE said he would conclude | dary Education which investigated the 
with one piece of advice to the Govern- subject of these higher grade schools. 
ment. If they desired their Bill to|It laid down the age limit of these 
sueceed, let them frame it with sole | schools—the age limit was fifteen—and 
reference to educational considerations, | by doing so it sharply distinguished 
and make it a Bill that should be fair as | these schools from the secondary schools, 
between the different authorities which | in which the leaving age was sixteen to 
were more or less seised of this question, | nineteen years. The whole object of 
and, above all, let them take every taint | these higher grade schools was that they 
of sectarianism out of it. Let there be|should provide scientific training for 
nothing in the Bill which would arouse those who were going into industry or 
those sectarian passions which had so manufacture, while the secondary schools 
much injured the cause of education, should be open to those who could afford 
which would impede the passage of the | more than one or two years attendance 
measure, and which would make it | after leaving the ordinary public elemen- 
more difficult to work. If they would | tary school, and who could undergo a 
introduce a Bill purely educational, he | more general and business training which 
thought they would have no difficulty in| should fit them to go into a college. The 
passing it through the House. Government had agreed to recognise 

‘those schools under the Minute. 

EarL PERCY (Kensington, 8.) pro-| Surely the wisest policy of the Govern- 
tested against the imputation that those | ment in regard to their future Education 
who supported the Government’s action | Bill was to encourage school boards to 
in this matter were reactionary and _ provide all higher grade science schools 
opposed to commercial education. He| which were necesssary for that part of 
thought that commercial education was | the population which was going to enter 





Sir J. GORST said he was afraid he} 
could not tell the right hon. Gentleman 
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into some industry or manufacture ; 
that they should then erect an authority 
for secondary education which should 
provide higher grade schools, in which 
the children should remain for four years, 
and in which they should have a proper 
commercial education ; and, lastly, that 
they should provide a regular system of 
scholarships which should, on the one 
hand, take the child of the public elemen- 
tary school to the higher grade organised 
svience school, and, on the other hand, 
from the public elementary school to the 
secondary commercial school. When 
that had been done we would have a 
thorough businesslike system. 


*Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk. 


N.W.) said he knew it was a somewhat 


dangerous thing to make any personal , 


reference in first rising to address the 
Committee, but he wished to say that 
he had been connected with a large 
school board for twenty-seven years, 
and he had for tour terms been c¢hair- 
man ot that beard ; he was also 
a governor of two endowed — schools. 
Therefore he was sure the Committee 
would pardon him in giving this eduea- 
tional history, because he felt that he had 
had some opportunity of informing him- 
self in regard to the various phases of 
educational work, of knowing how they 
might overlap each other, and how co- 
operation might be secured with advan- 
tage to all. 


He felt, in rising to support the Amend- | 


ment, that he was not opposing any 
grant of public money for the purpose 
of education. It must he a relief to the 
Committee, as it was to himself, for a 
short time at any rate, to get rid of the 
interminable discussion they had had 
upon the war, and the never-ending | 
payments necessary for the cost of the | 
war, and to consider for a few hours 
matters affecting the condition and the 
well-being of the people at home. He 
could not forbear from reminding the | 
Committee that measures” of eoercion | 
and destruction were far more costly | 
than those of beneficial construction. | 
The prosecution and imprisonment of 
one Hooligan cost ten times more than 
an elementary scholar’s education. It 
was a sad and awful thing to feel that 
when this war should terminate, for the 
two years it has existed it will have cost 


Earl Percy, 
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“more than the whole of the money the 
State has expended on education since the 
Act of 1870 was passed. He felt that 
the House ought to know what plans 
the Government had for the future with 
regard to the education of this country, 
and whether they had any remedy for 
the chaos the right hon. Gentleman had 
so graphically described ; and especially 
whether they were prepared to put the 
higher grade schools on a more permanent 
footing. 

He quite supported the distinct allega- 
tion that the Department and its work 
in recent years, so far as education is 
concerned, had been of a decidedly re- 
actionary character, not only in regard 
to legislation, but more especially in 
regard to the administration of the Acts 
by the Department. There was the 
best evidence of this in some portions of 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite, in which he attempted to show 
that the work of sehool boards need not 
be injured in the least, because they had 
the technical edueation grant, or the 
rate which the technical committees are 
allowed to raise, to fall back upon to 
continue their work. Would any hon. 
Member contend that the technieal grant 
and the technical rate combined were 
too much for the work which a technical 
committee had to undertake, whether 
in cities, boroughs, or rural districts / 
This was another evidence on the part of 


the right hon. Gentleman of the way in 


which the Department attempted to 
throw the proper work of the school 


'boards on to some other department of 


educational work. It did not appear to 


/matter to the right hon. Gentleman who 


took up this work so long as it was taken 
away from the school boards. 

He would instance two or three cases 
of the reactionary policy of the Depart- 


iment. The grant-in-aid of three-quarters 


of a million of money, and the exemptions 
of denominational schools) from rates 
hegan a new principle with regard to 
the administration of grants in connee- 
tion with education in this country. It 
seemed to him, and he thought the 
working out of it would prove, that the 
grant-in-afd was really intended — to 
assist inefficient sehools, which were 
doing their work very badly, and at the 
same time to demand no_ increased 
efficiency from them. Until this Govern- 
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ment came into office it was always 
thought, and acted upon by eduea- 
tionists in connection with school 
boards, that the school board was the 
proper authority to supply any acknow- 
ledged deficieney of educational aecom- 
modation. It had been for this Govern- 
ment to show that that was not so. He 
could demonstrate over and over again 
from examples, from large towns as well 
us from villages, that obstacles had been 
put in the way of school boards supplying 
acknowledged deficiencies, where the 
accommodation had been insufficient 
and inefficient, and yet delays, extending 
to years, had been granted until a deno- 
minational effort had been made, rather 
than permit a school board to be estab- 
blished, or an existing board to supply 
the deficiency. That was a way of ad- 
ministering the Aets which he did not 
think was in aecordance with the spirit 
of the Edueation Act of 1870, and 
certainly was not in’ accordance with 
the,action of the Department up to the 
time this Government came into office. 

It was not only in these ways but in 
the efforts which were apparently being 
made to check the character of the 
education in our midst that the Govern- 
ment had shown their reactionary poliey. 
It was not necessary for him to detain the 
Committee with the history of the growth 
of higher grade schools, but he could not 
follow the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
in his description of their growth. They 
were but the natural and simple out- 
growth of the Act of 1870. Even that 
Act gave scope for certain specific sub- 
jects, and he believed that before that 
Act was passed grants were administered 
from the Edueation Department for 
specific subjects, some of which were 
even in these later days almost dragged 
into what is called secondary education. 
It was quite true that school boards and 
those who were anxious to establish 
higher grade schools did on many ocea- 
sions proclaim the hope that these schools 
would be erected and carried on without 
expense to the rates. But the right hon. 
Gentleman argued as though that was a 
proof that the illegality of these schools 
was acknowledged. It was nothing of 
the sort. He himself, as a strong advo- 
cate, and perhaps the founder, of the 
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before his fellow citizens expressed the 
hope that in a few years it would not bea 
burden on the rates. But he did not 
express the hope because he felt there was 
any illegality in taking money from the 
rates in support of such schools. The 
growth of the interest of the public in 
education had been slow, and it was 
necessary, so to speak, to gild the pill a 
little in order to induce ordinary citizens 
togivethethingachance. Mr. Mundella 
in the same way said the schools should 
be self-supporting, but by so saying he 
did not give the slightest intimation that 
it was illegal to take money from the 
rates for their support. Surely it was 
not contended that the education of 
to-day should be judged upon the same 
standard as thirty vears ago. Was it to 
be assumed that the progress of the 
century was to be marked in everything 
except our educational work ? The hon. 
Member for West Nottingham said that 
we appeared to be merely marking time 
in regard to higher edueation. He 
thought we were doing worse, and that 
in the past five vears we had gone back. 
After a few years experience of the 
Edueation Act, the larger school boards 
began to establish these higher grade 
Naturally, they found that. it 
tended to economy, and also to efficieney 
of teaching, to group higher standards 
in certatn schools, and most large towns 
established these higher grade schools. 
They were established in order to deal 
with those children who were capable of 
following the instruction given in the 
higher standards, and also those whose 
parents were willing they should remain 
at school for a few years longer. He 
would take the higher grade school at 
Norwich as an example, and give the 
concrete history of that school. In the 
first instance, only a small modicum of 
science was taught, such as he supposed 
higher elementary schools were now 
intended to teach, but they were almost 
driven by the South Kensington Depart- 
ment to establish a sehool of science. 
Therefore, after a few years they estab- 
lished a science sehool within the higher 
grade school. He quite agreed that the 
science schools as then established were 
too sefentifie for the curriculum of a 
popular day school like a higher grade 


schools. 


higher grade school in connection with | school, and therefore they got relief. 


one large school board, when he stood 





The Committee would notice that within 
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two years from that date they had been 
compelled as a school board to build, in 
addition to the chemical laboratory 
which they had in connection with the 
higher grade school, a physical laboratory, 
at an expense of £1,000. That had 
been open only twelve months, and 
now they were told that all this was 
illegal, and that they had no right to 
take any money from the rates for the 
support of this science school. 

The matter of age was another point 
upon which the Education Department 
had shown a very reactionary tendency. 
A little time ago 65 per cent. of the boys 
and girls in our schools left at the age of 
eleven. The efforts of all educationists 
had been devoted to getting children to 
stay longer at school, especially in the 
higher grade schools. Nothing could be 
more suicidal than in the face of the 
progress which was being made to put this 
block upon our higher education. What 
reason was there for it!) The rate- 
payers who had to pay had made no 
public protest against the application 
of rates to higher grade schools. As one 
who knew something of the educational 
work in the big towns of the country, 
he said that so far as his knowledge 
went there was no rate more popular or 
more willingly paid than the portion 
which goes to the maintenance of these 
higher grade schools. He ventured to 
say that the persons at the bottom of 
this objection were mainly the head 
masters of our secondary schools, who 
had been stirring up the opposition to 
school board work. Many of these 
secondary schools were private schools 
run for private profit. He was some- 
what surprised at the attitude of the 
right hon. Gentleman in comparing 
the teachers of our higher grade schools 
and their capacity for giving instruction 
with the teaching capacity of many of 
the secondary schoolmasters. It was a 
sorry thing if the efficiency and thorough 
training which the best masters in our 
higher grade schools had had would not 
compare satisfactorily with that of the 
secondary schoolmasters, many of whom, 
although extremely able men, had had 
no training whatever, so far as the art of 
teaching was concerned. 

: A great deal had been said which was 
not strictly accurate with regard to the 
influence of higher grade schools upon | 


Mr, George White, 
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secondary schools. To a very great 
extent the fears expressed were ground- 
less. If the secondary schools were 
doing their duty and giving a thoroughly 
sound education, why should they 
be afraid of the competition of the 
higher grade schools? A ery of this kind 
was raised in his own city some years 
ago. It was said that one of the schools 
there was being injured by the influence 
of the higher grade school. He sifted 
the facts, and found that not one scholar 
less attended the school after the higher 
grade school was opened than attended 
previously. But he also found that a 
year and a half before the higher grade 
school was opened this endowed school 
had raised its fees, and in consequence 
the number of boys attending had con- 
siderably diminished. That was before 
the higher grade school was opened, but 
yet it was popularly supposed in the 
city that the higher grade sehool had 
Injured the endowed school to that 
extent. Grammar many of 
which confined themselves to a classical 
education, would always have a separate 
section of the community supporting 
them, beeause class distinction, which 
had such influence in the country, would 
always separate the attendants at the 
grammar schools from those at the 
higher grade schools. 

While there were some who protested 
against the action of higher grade schools, 
let him draw the right hon. Gentleman’s 
attention to the fact that there were 
very loud protests coming from the 
great bulk of our organised labour men 
and artisans against the efforts which 
were being made to injure the higher 
grade schools. At labour congresses 
and trade-union meetings great interest 
had been excited in this movement, 
andthe right hon. Gentleman would hear 
from these trade councils that they were 
determined their children should not be 
robbed of practically their only chance 
of securing that edueation which was 
necessary to fit them to take their fair 
position in life. These higher grade 
schools were the best aids to the technical 
schools which were being established 
with such great advantage throughout 
the country. They were really the 
groundwork upon which the technical 
schools might and would be able to build, 
and instead of restricting their influence 
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in our large towns he would suggest 
that if the right hon. Gentleman would 
devise a scheme to extend their influence 
and advantages to the rural districts he 
would be doing a great service to the 
cause of education and to the country at 
large. The rural districts stood in need 
of the instruction which the higher grade 
schools were giving in the more populous 
districts, and if the right hon. Gentleman 
would by some scheme or other provide 
that it should be given he would confer 
an inestimable advantage upon those 
districts. 

The right hon. Gentleman had laboured 
a great deal to prove the illegality 
of the school boards in this matter, 
but something more would be heard 
about that when the appeal had been 
decided. Even if it were demonstrated | 
that their action had all through been 
illegal, he hoped that the right hon. 
Gentleman would see fit to provide 
some means by which the higher grade 
schools might not be injured in the work 
they were doing. Those behind the 
seenes did not forget that long before 


the Cockerton case was before the country | 


there were attacks upon our higher 
grade schools in one way or another. 
In 1896 there was an attack in this House, 
which was afterwards withdrawn, but 
there had been a sapping and mining 
going on ever since, which he felt had 
heen a very great injury. First of all, 
the Science and Art Department, through 
the Technical Instruction Committee, 
did their best to limit the work of the 
present boards and to prevent new | 
hoards taking up science teaching. That 
had been going on tor five years, until it 
has now culminated in an appeal to the 
law. 

With regard to the’Minute of last April 
a great deal had been said as to the 
manner in which it had been admini- 
stered. It restricted the education and 
the age, and he did not think that the 
Committee would be satisfied unless 
the right hon. Gentleman told them 
what it was that had kept the Depart- 
ment from recognising more of these 
higher elementary schools. He believed 
that in December the right hon. Gentle- 
man said there were several more appli- 
cations that were on the point of being 
recognised, and yet to-day we stood at ! 
the point of having two—— 

VOL. XC. [FourTH SERIEs.] —' 
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Sir J. GORST: There are a great 
many more than two now. | should 
think certainly a dozen. 


*Mr. GEORGE WHITE said we had 
reached a dozen in twelve months out of 
190 applications, and the Committee 
was absolutely ignorant of the reasons 
why the remainder had not been recog- 
nised. Rumour had it that all the 
chaotic condition of education in regard 
to science and art was caused by the 
ill-assorted union which had taken place 
between the Education Department and 
the Science and Art Departinent of South 
Kensington. He did not think a single 
educationist in the country desired to 
see the Science and Art Department 
survive one month longer than it did, 
but since the union the Education De- 
partment had gone back. There was 
formerly not mueh fault to be found 
with the administrative work so far as 
promptness was concerned, but since 
the union both Departments appeared 
to be as bad as the Seience and 
Art Department was previously. He 
thought the Committee ought to know 
whether there was any unanimity of 
feeling and action between the two 
branches, or whether there was likely 
to be a divorce again. At present it is 
like a father and mother who are 
quarrelling, and are yet determined to live 
together, to the great detriment of the 
family they are bringing up. 

The Committee would appreciate some 
of the difficulties with which the right 
hon. Gentleman had to contend in his 
present position. The right hon. Gentle- 
man himself had said that we had a 
territorial aristocracy who were very 
indifferent to the interests of education, 
and he (Mr. White) had been struck with 
the cheers coming from hon. Gentlemen, 
opposite when anything was said against 
the work of the higher grade schools 
being supported out of the rates. Prob- 
ably not a few of the hen. Gentlemen 
opposite had had a great deal of their 
education from funds which they had 
not supplied, and he for one was demo- 
cratic enough to feel for and to press 
the interests of the working classes being 
supplied from the rates in regard to 
higher education such as was given in the 
higher grade board schools. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would not be 
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deterred by such influences, especially 
as he belonged to a Government which 
included amongst its members the right 
hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secretary. 
It was from that right hon. Gentleman 
and those who sat with him at that 
time that he got his fullest and best 


Supply— Civil 


ideals of a national system of education | 


a great many years ago, and, knowing 
the power he wielded in the Cabinet, he 
could not, and the nation would not, 
exempt him from blame if this state of 
things continued. He would appeal to 
the right hon. Gentleman to show the 
same interest in popular education that 
he had shown in the earlier part of his 
political career, and not to allow reac- 
tionary ecclesiastical individuals to put 
back the clock of education, to the great 
detriment of the commercial and moral 
interests of the country. 

One word with regard to the authority 
of which the right hon. Gentleman had 
spoken. To his mind the best and most 
encouraging words delivered by the right 


hon. Gentleman to-night were the few 
words with which he concluded his 


speech in reference to one authority to 
deal with elementary, secondary, and 
technical education. He (Mr. White) 
was an ardent supporter of the school 
board system, but he was perfectly con- 
tent to say—and he was speaking the 
sentiments of a great many educationists 
throughout the country—that they 
were not wedded absolutely to a school 


board management of these three 
branches of education. They did not 


feel that a school board was necessarily 


the best body that could be elected for | 
one ; 
and if these additional duties | 


the purpose. It was elected for 
purpose, 
were added it might require reforming in 
various ways. But he did contend that, 
whatever the body might be, it should 
be very largely, if not entirely, an elected 
body. The people should have a very 
large voice in its constitution, and then, 
and only then, would it have the confi- 
dence of the people sufficiently to back it 
in carrying on the great 
work of the country. 

He could have said a word or two with 
reference to the influence of these Acts 
upon the evening schools, but he would 
forbear. The question was now before 


the Committee, and he hoped the very 
emphatie words of the right hon, 


Mr. George White, 
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educatione | | 


sie anna and aspiring local bodies, have 
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man the Member for Dartford would 
influence the Governemnt, so that when 
their Bill was proposed it might be sueh 
as all true educationists could support. 
He was sure he expressed the sentiments 
of those who felt strongly upon the 
question of school board education when 
he said that they would be willing to 
sacrifice some of their opinions in this 
matter if they could but see the three 
systems of education under one popularly- 
elected body, and that authority admini- 
stering the Education Acts in an en- 
lightened spirit to the advantage oi the 
community at large. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.): <All who have listened 
to this debate with the true in- 
terests of education at heart must 
‘feel grateful at the unanimity on 
both sides in favour of  edueational 
reform, and at the freedom the dis- 
cussion has displayed irom that thin 


sectarian and party spirit which is apt 
ito disfigure and delay our educational 
idebates. The friends of the — school 
board system have, not unnaturally, 
taken an early opportunity of directing 
attention to the condition of the law, 
but naturally they have found them- 
selves somewhat in a difficulty in dis- 
cussing a question which is still su) 
judice. The London School Board, 
rightly or wrongly, have decided to appeal 
Ito Cesar, to the highest law court of the 
‘land, and they have the natural answer 
of the Government, ‘ Unto Cesar thou 
hast appealed, and unto Cesar thou 
must go.” | somewhat regret that they 
have thought it necessary to spend the 
money of the ratepayers in prolonging 
this litigation, and consequently to 
cause considerable delay in the deciding 
‘of a question which, after all, is not a 
| matter for the law at all. This is a ques- 
{tion with which the Government and 
this House must ultimately deal, what- 
lever the decision is in the law courts. | 
think we ought to realise that difticulties 
have arisen in respect of these higher 
| grade schools principally from the tact 
‘that for so many years past we have 
| neglected to deal with this very difficult 
question of the organisation of the higher 
}education of this country. The school 
boards, which are no doubt most am- 
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done their best, and I think it onght to be 
recorded to their credit that in many 
of our thickly populated centres they 
have filled the gap in the educational 
existed. 
They have in some places, it may be, 
interfered and somewhat injured the 
schools of other institutions, but I think 
we must all acknowledge that in some 
places where educational needs are most 
pressing they have erected a very usetul 


system which undoubtedly 


and necessary class of schools. 
That higher elementary schools, 
what some of us regard 


Marcu 1901! 


or trusted to carry on these schools. 
as secondary 
schools, are required cannot be denied. 
Whether it is necessary to make them 
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of the evening continuation schools in 
the rural districts. A great many of 
them have been started by the action of 
the county councils, but those councils 
have no statutory power to carry them 

on, and there is some doubt as to whether 
they are legal. They have had to give 
large grants of money for the purpose, 
heeause otherwise these schools could 
not exist. Let us take a broad view of 
this matter and not inquire too closely 
which local authority ought to be en- 

As a 
nation we ought to make up our minds 

‘that in this twentieth century it is 
necessary to have a complete system 


free or not is another question. I think of national edueation, and let us have as 
we must all regret that some of the few Joeal authorities as possible, and do 
great school boards should have had everything we can to strengthen the 


recourse to such subterfuges and evasions 
as the Vice-President of the Council has 
not 
think that any jealousy on the part of 
local authorities ought to be allowed to jg 
retard the completion of our system ot 
education in our large towns and else- 
has been recognised on the 
emphatically, 
hy the late Com- 
that 
what wasreally required was co-ordination 
authorities, 
and this was actually carried out, not by 
legislation or by the action of the Govern- 
some- 
thing by the introduction of Clause 7— but 
hy voluntary co-ordination and a coming 
The 
striking 
example of this, for there the Technical 


mentioned just now. But IL do 


where. It 
highest authority 
and with unanimity 
mission on Secondary 


most 
Education, 


between the different local 


have done 


ment—although they 


authorities. 
very 


the loeal 
Manchester is a 


together of 
city of 


Instruction Committee, the School Board, 
and the University College have come 
together, and they have decided what 
the limit of their respective jurisdictions 
should be. They have not spent their 
time considering how they shall eut into 
each other, but they have made a point 
of deciding how to arrange their schools 
so that they shall not overlap but fit in 
one with the other. Everybody laments 
this want of organisation and overlapping, 

and we have had some very remarkable 
instances this evening. 
not get a science school until three diffe- 
rent local authorities had been brought 
into co-operation by the action of the 
central body. Such a thing is a seandal 
it the present day. Look at the position 


Ulverston could | 
}departments of the Government. will 


jin this matter. 


hands of the central department. 

Lam asked to vote to-day for a redue- 
tion of the salary of the Vice-President 
of the Council, but as far as [ know he 
the only gentleman on the front 

bench who takes any interest at all 
this question. There has been a most 
singular absence to-night of most of the 
| prominent members of the Cabinet. It 
| had been asked to vote for a reduction 
of the salary of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, I should have been much more 
ready to have gone into the Opposition 
lobby, because, after all, many of these 
educational reforms are believed in and 
supported by my right hon. friend the 
Vice-President of the Council; but his 
difficulty is with the Treasury. The 
Treasury is not quite as liberal on these 
edueational matters as it is on some 
matters of reform which are perhaps 
more popular on this side of the House. 
I have no doubt that my right hon. 
friend would have dealt more generously 
with the Minute if he had had more funds. 
I cannot think that it is necessary to 
give these higher grade board schools 
always a scientific character. We do not 
want to specialise either as to commercial 
or seientifie education, and I eannot help 
thinking that in this case the result of 
our system of science and art grants 
is somewhat prejudicial to general educa- 
tion. | hope the Treasury and all other 








recognise that in this country education 
must grow, and the expenses must grow 
as well. We cannot afford to stand still 
If no other authorities 
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these must be 


hoards must carry them on. If 


Kdueation Bill the better. 


valuable one if it only convinces this 
House that legislation is sorely needed 
in order to bring about the only solution 
of these difficulties of our educational 
administration. 


*Mr. DUKE (Plymouth): As a Member 
who has a direct interest in this question, 
owing tothe actionof the Education Board 
in my constituency, [ would like to join 
hon. Members who have spoken in 
pressing upon the Vice-President of the 
Council the great urgency there is for 
the introduction of some measure 
which will put the practical business 
of education for promising boys and 
girls of the poorer classes upon some- 
thing like a business footing. Hon. 
Gentlemen on the other side have re- 
proached the right hon. Gentleman and 
the Government with a want of svym- 
pathy with the development of the kind 
of education to which I have referred, 
because of what has taken place in the 
testing of the legality of the attitude of 
the school boards. I venture to suggest 
to the House that that is a great mistake, 
for there could not be a stronger evidence 
of the necessity of legislation upon this 
question than the decision in the Cocker- 
ton case, and the state of things which 
that decision showed to exist. For my 
part, I think the trial of the question in 
the Cockerton case has been a great 
public benefit. I think those who raised 
the question and challenged the legality 
of the proceedings of the London School 
Board did a public service in that respect, 
because it is not a satisfactory thing that 
the commercial and business education 


Mr. Henry Hobhonse, 


{COMMONS} 


are erected to start schools of this charac- | 
ter, then these higher grade elementary 
schools, or whatever they may be called, 
which exist largely for the benefit of the 
working classes and which are demanded 
by them, and without which our system 
of education will not be complete — 
carried on, and, if no 
new authority is erected, then the school 
the 
Government wish to alter this state of 
things the sooner they bring in their 
It must take 
a long time to diseuss that measure, and 
we have already waited too long for it. 
Every year that passes increases the 
difticulties rather than diminishes them, 
and the net result of this debate will be a 
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of a large section of the poorer part of the 
population should depend upon the 
tolerant attitude of the Education Depart- 
ment towards that kind of education, 
I am sure it is not satisfactory to the 
working classes in the country that that 
_ branch of education should depend upon 
the tolerance of any department of the 
Government. It must be as a matter of 
right and as a matter of public adminis- 
tration in the common interest that that 
branch of education shall be put upon 
a sound footing. © Nobody who knows 
what has been going on in the higher 
grade schools will be disposed to say that 
these schools have not met a public 
necessity, and that public necessity has 
been aggravated by the improvement in 
the provision of elementary education. 
There was in former years, especially in 
the towns of the country, a class of schools 
which the board schools have practically 
put out of existence, where moderate 
fees were paid, and where the smaller 
tradesmen and business men and the 
better-paid class of artisans sent their 
children for business education, and got 
an education of a different kind from that 
which is now provided in board schools, 
under the direct personal influence of a 
class of schoolmasters who practically 
have now ceased to exist. That class of 
schools, if not practically driven out 
of existence, has been diminished very 
much in number by the severity of the 
competition which has been produced 
by the development of the board-school 
Nothing has been provided in 


system. 
its place. 

One of the aggravating circumstances 
in regard to the provision of satisfactory 
business training for boys of the poorer 
class is that while you have developed 
the elementary schools you have done 
nothing to provide a substitute for those 
schools which the elementary schools 
have killed. The frightful condition of 
commercial education in our towns, as 
compared with the condition of that in 
Continental towns, is felt by business men 
everywhere to be a scandal inthis country. 
One only needs to see the proceedings 
of chambers of commerce or to mect 
business men in order to find out the 
difficulties they have in obtaining satis- 
factory clerks with business training 
and commercial knowledge, to feel that 
the Government is not doing its duty 
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to a large class of its constituents in this 
respect. We are laying up for ourselves 
difficulties for the future by failing to 
provide or to encourage a system of 
sound commereial education. You have 
at the present time an excellent system 
of elementary education for boys who are 
to be employed in workshops and in 
industries, and who are not expected to 
take an active, leading part in those 
employments ; but you are doing nothing 
for the boys who are to compete with 
the boys of France, Germany, and 
America in endeavouring to maintain 
for this country, I will not say a supre- 
macy, but something like an equality in 
competing for the commerce of the 
world. It has been shown by the 
recent decision of the courts that we have 
done nothing in this country in the way 
of making proper provision for the aspir- 
ing and capable boys of the poorer class, 
and for this reason one does not need to 
blame those who have brought forward 
the question raised in the Cockerton case 
and brought it to an issue. I regard it 
as a matter of very little consequence 
which way the Cockerton decision ulti- 
mately goes, provided that this House 
makes up its mind that the reproach 
which lies upon our present system of 
education shall be removed. 

There was one part of the speech of 
the right hon. Gentleman which I lis- 
tened to with great satisfaction, and 
which seemed to indicate that he might 
he placed in charge of a measure which 
would be devoted to sweeping away 
those defeets which now exist: in our 
system of education. Hf the right hon. 
Gentleman succeeds in passing such a 
measure into law he will confer not 
only a service upon this generation but 
upon future generations, and he will 
associate his name with the cause of 
education in a manner which will please 
those who know how much he has the 
cause of education at heart. But there 
was an observation which the right hon. 
Gentleman made, in answer to a question 
from the other side of the House, which 
I must confess disappointed me a little. 
At present it seems not to be known 
when or where the proposed measure 
for this improvement of the educational 
system will be introduced. I hope that 
that uncertainty will very speedily be 


dispelled, and I am sure it would be a! by the people of London, which the right 
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source of great satisfaction to the public 
outside as well as to hon. Members in 
this House if the right hon, Gentleman 
would assure the Committee that we 
shall have certainly in the course of this 
session, and at a period when it can be 
fully discussed and its difficulties fully 
dealt with, a measure which will do 
something substantial at any rate to 
remove the confusion which exists in 
that branch of education which is pro- 
posed to be dealt with, and which will 
supply the link which is missing in our 
present educational system. One hon. 
Member has referred to the great expen- 
diture upon the war, and he seemed to 
regard it as a matter for regret, in view 
of our educational necessities, that we 
had spent such great sums in that diree- 
tion. For my part I am content that 
we should do all we can to find the money 
for all our responsibilities. I do not 
regret that we have spent that money 
in that direction, but I should regret it 
if | thought it was possible that people 
who know what are the necessities of the 
country at home in respect of this very 
urgent and pressing matter would be at 
all discouraged in dealing with this 
matter because of the obligations we 
have had to face abroad. L certainly 
shall not be disposed to vote for the 
proposal to reduce the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s salary. I wish to give the right 
hon. Gentleman a free hand in the 
matter, and | hope that when he intro- 
duces this Education Bill he will meet 
with that suceess which he deserves. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): There 
is only one point to which | desire to 
draw the attention of the House: it is a 
matter which was referred to by the 
hon. Member for North Camberwell, and 
also by the noble Lord who represents 
South Kensington. We have listened 
with interest to the short and able speech 
made by the noble Lord, and we know 
he has a right to speak on this question, 
because he is a London Member. The 
question I refer to is the treatment of the 
seventy-nine higher grade schools of 
London. I disagree with the view which 
the noble Lord has put before the 


' Committee, and I rise to support my hon. 
‘friend, who has brought forward a most 


pressing grievance, which is greatly felt 
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hon. Gentleman opposite could settle, I 
believe, in the way we desire, and I hope 
he will make an announcement on the 
subject before the debate closes. The 
noble Lord said that the Board of Eduea- 
tion was perfectly right in this matter, 
because the maintenance of the seventy- 
nine higher grade schools would intertere 
with secondary education as it exists at 
the present time, and that it would 
interfere with the schools which are to 
be created. This is an entire mistake, 
for these schools are provided only for 
young people between the ages of 
twelve and fifteen. When a child passes 
the fifteenth vear he must be taken 
away from these schools. The second 
grade schools deal with young people 
between the ages of sixteen and nineteen 
years, therefore there is no conflict be- 
tween the two. We heard with a great 
deal of pleasure the able speeches de- 
livered from the benches opposite, and 
we hope to hear many more speeches in 
the same spirit from the same quarter 
during this debate. The hon. Member 
who has just sat down dealt with the 
question of the necessity of securing a 
better commercial education for the chil- 
dren. These seventy-nine schools were 
intended to give a commercial training. 
In November, 1898, one of the Govern- 
ment inspectors said, in regard to 
one of these schools which — was 
about to be opened, that it) should 
he designed not) only with a view to 
provide for science and art, but also 
for the teaching of modern languages 
and for giving a commercial training. 
That was in the year 1898, and that is 
the opinion of one of the inspectors of 
the Board of Education. On the 2nd 
of March, 1899, there was a Memoran- 
dum sent out, which drew attention to 
two points—namely, the lack of com- 

mercial training, and the inadequate 
amount of time which was given to the 
only modern language taken. Those 
recommendations came from the Eduea- 

tion Department itself. At that time 

the Education Department were urging 

schools to give a commercial education, 

and now they were taking away the 

grant because those schools had done 
this. The noble Lord who represents 

South Kensington said that it was more | 
desirable to give a science and art training 
than to give this commercial training, 


Mr, Lough. 


{COMMONS} 
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because it would be a much better pre- 
paration for an industrial or manufae- 
turing career for boys and girls who 
would ultimately assist in those industries. 
But in London the great industry is com- 
merce. That is our chief industry, and 
while we agree that in Manchester and 
other manufacturing cities the schools 
should provide the special training which 
the children want in those districts, 
surely we have a right to claim that in 
London commercial education is an 
absolute necessity for the children. — | 
do not see how this could have been 
made the ground by the Education 
Department for the withdrawal of these 
grants. On the 27th of July last, in this 
House, | put a question to the right 
hon. Gentleman, and I got a very long 
answer to that question.* l then put a 
supplementary question, in which | 
asked him in how many of these seventy- 
nine schools he was prepared to pay the 
higher grants asked for by the London 
School Board. and the right hon. Gentle- 
man replied, Not one; the curriculum 
is of a commercial and not of a scientific 
nature.” Therefore, for giving this com 

mercial education all these schools are to 
be fined, and all the work of the London 
School Board in this direction is to be 


upset. 1 will give another illustration. 
Shorthand. typewriting, and — book- 


keeping have been taken up, because it 
was thought that an effort should be 
made to fit out these young people in 
these branches. because there was a 
greater demand for them ; but the Educa 
tion Department has singled out the 
London School Board for perseetution, 
and it has done what it can to destroy 
these schools. 


Sin. GORST dissented. 


Mr. LOUGH: I do hope that the 
right hon. Gentleman will give us a 
more intelligent reply than merely 
shaking his head. I asked the right 
hon. Gentleman to deal with the Minute, 
and he said he would deal with it pre 
sently, and later on he made a imost 
apologetic reference toit. The right hon. 
Gentleman admitted that there is a loss 
of £4,000 a year in London on the 
operation of this system, and he 





* See The Parliamentary Debates (Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxxvi.. page 1516, 




















649 Supply—Cwil 
minimises the seriousness of that loss by 
saving that it was only one-thirty-seventh 
part of a penny. 
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|a practical question of this kind when 
there is an almost unanimous opinion 


The Vice-President of | expressed on both sides of the House ! 


the Council appeared to apologise for the | I will conclude by simply asking the 


treatment London has received in_ re- 
spect of commercial education ; but why 
does he pursue that treatment ? This is 


not a question of the amount of money, | 


but it is the spirit of the Board of Educa- 
tion that the people protest against. 
You may say what you like about the 
Code, but I think that shorthand, type- 
writing, and bookkeeping should not be 
classed as scientific or artistic education. 
| hardly know where the line can be 
drawn between these things, and it does 


right hon, Gentleman to consider during 
the remainder of the debate these points 


}on behalf of London, and one way or 


another to try to do something to save 
from extinction these seventy-nine 


| schools, which are doing a most useful 


seem to me to be straining a point very | 


much, first of all to urge these schools to 
teach these subjects, and then fine them 
because they have done so. We have 
had three elections recently—the General 
Election, the School Board. and the 
County Council election—and I noticed 
that the people were moved as much by 
the treatment of these seventy-nine 
schools as by any other question that 
was presented to them. We have been 
reminded that there are already seventy- 
nine of these schools, but 
only one school for every 

thousand of the population. 
are higher grade schools, and they 
should not be mixed up with the secon- 
dary schools. I want to press this 
question on behalf of London absolutely 
home on the right hon. Gentleman. We 


hundred 


| Members 


} 


a of 


work in the Metropolis. 


*Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) said the 
debate had shown very clearly the great 
the country at the 
present state of education in this country. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
were not present. House 
counted, and torty Members being found 
present— 


*Mr. TULLY (resuming) said that 


‘serious complaints had been heard from 


| ceive where he had a friend. 
that means | 


These | 


| had 


are reminded by the First Lord of the | 


Treasury that we have twenty-three 
davs to criticise the Government, but I 
venture to observe that most of that time 
is wasted, because our criticism is gener- 
uly perfectly barren. Perhaps to-day 
we shall waste from half-past four to 


both sides of the House, so that it must 
be a difficult thing for the right hon. 
Gentleman the Vice-President to  per- 
But when 
hon. Gentlemen lodged these complaints 
ought not they to consider whether 
they were not equally responsible for 
what had happened? Much of the trouble 
arose from the fact that many hon. 
Gentlemen desired to exclude the religious 
element from the teaching, whilst others 
desired to include it. A great deal 
been said about the necessity 
for higher education, but it appeared 


to him that what was really required 
/was a good sound commercial eduea- 


' country. 


twelve o'clock to-night criticising the | 


policy of the Government. This is a 


matter which is entirely at the disposal | 


of the right hon. Gentleman. 
sir J. GORST : No, no. 


Mr. LOUGH: The right hon. Gentle- 
man shakes his head. We all 
and hope that the right hon. Gentleman 
will be in a position to say after this 
debate that he was compelled by the 
House of Commons to yield upon this 


believe | 


tion, which according to many of the 
experts who had spoken upon the ques- 
tion was not given to the people of this 
Typewriting, shorthand, and 
modern languages were all branches of 
higher elementary education, and if 
this country was to attain the educa- 


‘tional level of Germany, France, and 


America, all these subjeets would have 
to be taken up. In Germany particularly 
most people knew one modern language 
besides their own, and the neglect to teach 
modern languages in this country was 


‘very disadvantageous to the people. 


| 


The present state of education was 
‘largely due to the persistent endeavour 
‘to drive religion out of the schools, 


question. Are our representations to|and that had militated with special 


meet with no response whatever upon | force against the Irish, who by bad 
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government had been driven from 
Ireland to seek their livelihood in Eng- 
land, and who had had to provide volun- 
tary schools for their children. Such 


schools, supported only by the voluntary | 


subscriptions of an indigent people, 
could not hope to compete with board 
schools maintained out of the rates—to 
which these people also had to pay their 
share--and consequently the children of 
these poor people were unable to obtain 
the advantages to which they were 
entitled. The religious aspect of the 
question had been definitely settled in 
Germany, where there was a_ large 
Catholic population living side by side 


with a Protestant population. The 
schools in each district taught the 


religion of the district, and unless a 
similar system were adopted here, Eng- 
land would never obtain the same eduea- 
tional level as her greatest competitor. 

The complaint which he had to make 
was the unfair way in which the Irish 
were treated in this matter, and _ it 
was for that reason he protested against 
the Vote. In any scheme that was 
put forward he hoped some steps would 
be taken to put the Irish children in 
this country on the same level as the 
English children, and that the attempt 
which was made in this intolerant 
manner to keep the Irish children down 
would cease. 

Mr. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.) said, 
speaking from an experience of twenty 
years on the subject of secondary educa- 
tion, the plan which he wished to see 


adopted as far as possible in this 
country was the German, which 
recognised primary, secondary, and, 
finally, university education. That 


wis the educational ladder which he 
wished to see erected by the Govern- 


ment. He protested against hand- 
ing over to school boards the work 


of secondary education, for which they 
were not created and for which they 
were not fitted. Ile was satisfied that 
by pursuing the policy of either taking 
the town council in county boroughs 
or the county council in counties, or 
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of secondary education. The majority 
of school boards, especially in rural 
districts. were returned, not on educa- 
tional questions, but as the result of 


ee 
O29 


battles between Church and the in- 
tolerance of dissent. What had been 
said with regard to Germany was 


absolutely true. They had satisfactorily 
solved the religious difticulty in the 
manner suggested, and no educational 
difficulty resulted. 

The hon. Member for North-West 
Norfolk had spoken of the necessity 
for some authority for evening con 


tinuation schools; with that he quite 
agreed. He remembered once being 
told that a great deal of money 
was wasted in evening continuation 
schools, but the London School Board 
had shown that that was a_fallaey. 


He, for one, did not grudge the money 
spent on the education of those who 
were prepared to give up their time after 
business to improve their position on the 
He appealed to the 
Government not to allow the school 
boards to run in opposition to the higher 
educational colleges established in various 
parts of the country, and to teach in 
their curriculum subjects of secondary 
education. Ile was sure it would be 
for the benefit of education that the 
work of primary education should be 
retained for the school boards only. Of 


!eourse, he was not for a moment sug- 


representatives of those bodies, as the | 


educational authority, the Government 
were more likely to solve the educational 
problem than by allowing school boards 
to include in their curriculum subjects 
which were essentially within the domain 
Mr, Tully, 


gesting that the primary schools should 
direct their attention to primary educa 
tion only. We were in real 
system of commercial education. and 
that could not be obtained by what were 
called continuation Ile 
quite prepared to admit that they could 
deal with subjects which would lead to 
the commercial school, but they could 
only deal with them as specific subjects, 
and not on what he called the higher 
level of commercial education. We ought 
to follow the German plan, and he would 
recommend hon. Members to read thie 
report of the Committee of the London 
County Council on technical education. 
Anyone who studied that report would 
master the systems of two or three Con- 
tinental nations, and, he thought, would 
come to the conclusion that the German 
system was the best. We should establish 
in each of our large towns a system of 


need of a 


Classes. 


Was 


/commercial education, taking sixteen as 
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| 


the lowest age, and going up to nineteen, | that the object of the supporters of 
or even later—a three years system. He} voluntary schools was, as a rule, to try 
aid, unhesitatingly, that was not work | to put a stop to the school boards, in 
for any of the school boards, but for | order to put an end to the authority of 
another authority. He knew one parish | the people. 
in Cornwall where it was actually charged | This debate was initiated by the hon. 
against the clergyman of the parish that | Member for West Nottingham on a 
an effort he made to provide secondary | different question altogether. The mat- 
education was only another attempt to} ters they had had under discussion 
win young men for the Church. It only | related largely to the higher grade schools. 
showed the depth to which the sectarian | The right hon. Gentleman the Vice- 
spirit which was abroad in these educa- | President of the Council was face to face 
tional matters would descend. He knew | with a strong feeling in the country. It 
another case where a clergyman estab- | was not a party feeling. On this question 
lished a higher grade school in a cathedral | there was no party view. They had men 
city, and the proposal that the local | of all parties. He thought the conclusion 
thority should make a grant to the} it which they had arrived in regard to 
xhool for the teaching of technical | the administration of the higher grade 
subjects was opposed on the ground that | schools for the past twelve months was 
it might be an injustice to the Noncon- | that it had been absurd. The right 
lormists, as if it could possibly matter in | 1on. Gentleman in the early part of his 
the teaching of chemistry whether the | -peech dealt with the illegality of the 
children were taught by a Pagan or a} iigher grade schools. 
Jlottentot. Such was the blindness ot | Sir J. GORST : I beg the hon. Gentle- 
the supporters of hon. Members on the | jan’s pardon. I did not say that the 
other side that they would pursne ary schools were illegal. What I said was 
policy of opposition to a secondary s¢iroo} hat the spending of the rates on them 
27 a an We ae was illegal 
it Until we realisec iat religious | —_ saint 
matters should be shut outside the educa- | Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said he per- 
iectly understood the distinction. Of 


tional purview we should never get on i frat 
. vets) ras ag > r * 1 
with such a system. He knew that the | ase —* "eos L “ty ae ne rsiny 
. | > ‘ ras OF » pypo 
hon. Member for Camberwell had been | “em that was legal. sing eg 


attacked for his liberal views on educa- | Gentleman told them two ways to get 
out of the difficulty. 


tion. He hoped the hon. Member would | 
show that he was willing to place those | SIR J. GORST: Three ways. 
broad views at the disposal of his party.| Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said he only 
ad support any real scheme which the | remembered two at the moment. The 
Government might bring forward. He | first was that the school board could 
was sure they would carry it if they /come to an arrangement with the local 
wmembered that in primary educa tion | authority. The local authority had two 
they had no wish to displace the present | fynds at its disposal. He would ask 
iuthority. ithe right hon. Gentleman, supposing 
Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, ithe local authority had already quite 
W.R., Morley) said the last two speeches sufficient engagements to meet without 
uust have cheered the spirit of the Vice- | increasing its contribution to the school 
resident, as they had introduced for the | board, what was to be the position of the 
irst time the religious and theological | school board in that case? Every one of 
difficulty. The hon. Member for East | the towns instanced by the right hon. 
Finsbury told them that Liberals and | | Gentleman was comparatively small in 
Yonconformists only sought positions | area. Take Bradtord, Halifax, and Hud- 
on school boards in order to put an end | | dersfield—he believed in all these three 
to voluntary schools. He never knew | towns the county council or town council 
that before. Supposing that they suc- | had undertaken the control and manage- 
ceded in getting on the boards, they | ment of the technical school. Ifa school 
were absolutely tieshie to sahdeve that | | board went to these authorities and told 
object. He had always thought that | ‘them that they were in duty bound to 
“the boot was on the other leg,” and maintain the higher grade ‘schools, he 
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was afraid they would be disposed to ! 


reply that they would take their own 
course and see to the efficiency of their 
own school. The town councils — of 
Bradford and Leeds had other engage- 
ments. They gave large contributions 
to the Church Institute classes. Would 
the right hon. Gentleman defend the 
withdrawing of the grants from those 
classes in order that the higher education 
schools might be maintained? It was 
absolutely hopeless that these schools 
could be maintained efficiently. These 
urban authorities had not the resources 
free and at liberty, and having sufticient 
engagements at present they could not 
assist the school board to maintain the 
higher grade schools. The only other 
solution suggested by the right’ hon. 
Gentleman which he could recollect was 
private subscription. 

sir J. GORST: [ said they could 
charge fees, as they did in the early stages. 

Mr. ALFRED HUTTON thought the 
answer to that was that having once 
abolished fees it would be exceedingly 
difficult to put them on again. He did 
not think it would to 
reinstate them. The third course was the 
Minute. When the right bon. Gentleman 
explained the Minute to the House of 
Commons a vear ago.* they were told, 
notwithstanding all the criticisms which 
they ventured to offer, that the Depart- 
ment were making a proposal which 
they honestly intended should be used 
in the maintenance of the efticiency of 
the He should like to read 
the concluding portion of the speech of 
the right hon. Gentleman, it was so very 
much to the point, 


“Now | hope that the House will believe 
that this Code and this Minute, which are 
xv heartily approved by the Opposition, have 
been conceived with a desire to advance the 
elementary education of the country; that 
this scheme is the result of careful considera- 
tion and consultation with the best authorities 
available; and that the Board of Education 
believes that it can be carried into practical 
and useful effect. 1 hope the House will also 
helieve that the Board of Education will watch 
the operation of this new policy and will be 
ready at once to make amendments wherever 


he possible 


sche ue Is. 


experience proves that amendments are 
necessary.’ 
The Department had refused every 


time to vary the conditions it had laid 
down. 





*See Lhe Parliamentary Debates (Fourth 
Series}. Vol, Ixxxii., page 683, 


Mr. < {fred Hutton. 
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Sir J. GORST: They cannot vary 
the Minute without laving a fresh Minute 
! before the House of Commins. 

Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said it was 
irather significant that the Department 
had always replied in’ the stereotyped 
phrase that they could not possibly hold 
out any hope that any changes would Le 
made in the Minute under which the 
application had been made. The right 
hon. Gentleman went on to say 

“1 trust the House will not reject the scheme 
put forward by Her Majesty's Government 
because there are two or three provisions in it 
of a purely detail character which may not in 
all respects accord with the notions of some 
hon. Gentlemen opposite.” 

There 
amendments had bee 
every case the Department had replied 
that they could not possibly consider 
any alteration in the Minute. He thought 
they had done worse. They had inter- 
preted the Minute ina Way that nobody 
could possibly have anticipated. He 
was pertectly aware that for many years 
in this country we were wofully behind 
other countries in matters of scientific 
teaching. Now we were having science 
run mad, Nothing but 
recelye any consideration 

Government. If any other 
was made they denied any grant or 
recognition at all. He fully expected 
when the new Code came up that they 
would have a regulation that no infant 
school would be recognised unless it was 
supplied with proper arrangements fot 
the teaching of elementary 
The school hoards were seeking to have 
something in addition, or some opt ion, but 
the right hon. Gentleman was doing his 
best to deny it. They were not asking 
the right hon. Gentleman to establish a 
new type of school ; they simply asked for 
some latitude ; and what were the excuses 
offered for refusing this! In one case the 
Department replied that they could 
hot recognise the curriculum proposed 
by the school board. because they found 
in it book-keeping. shorthand, and bust 
ness training. But the extraordinary 
thing was that while the Department 
refused to recognise in the curriculum 
of the higher grade school book-keeping 
and shorthand, those subjects could 
actually be taught under the Code in the 
elementary schools. The Department 
replied that these were to be considered 


in which 
named. and in 


were humerous Cases 


science would 
from the 
pro] sal 


sclence, 
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67 
jitside the seope of the higher grade 
whools. which were to be confined to 
the teaching of elementary science. He 
thought he might say that very few 
yards would ever consent to bring 
ther schools under the Minute unless 
ome of the conditions were altered. 
To bring them under the Minute would 
ie to degrade the education given, 
and if a board would consent to do that, 
jedid not think their majority would be 
the same after the next election. People 
in the large towns were proud of these 
vhools, and they were not going to have 
them degraded by having them brought 
inder the grant-earning Minute which 
the right hon. Gentleman brought before 
Parliament with the promise that it 
would be elastic. 

The right hon. Gentleman made one 
rnark which he thought very untor- 
tunate. He said the school boards were 
ying to make themselves the authority 
wr secondary education. The right hon. 
lentleman had no justification whatever 
ir that statement. The hon. Member 
ventured to state that there was not a 
vhool board in the country that had 
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the slightest ambition to make itself 
the authoritv. for secondary  educa- 
ton. Whether that were so or not, 


ug the right hon. Gentleman, that 
i fixing upon some new authority he 
vould be unwise to select either of the 
‘wo antagonistic bodies at present in ex- 
stence—the school boards and the tech- 
ial instruction committees of the 

uty councils. They were rather 
vous of one another. Lf the right hon. 
witleman were wise, he would create 
vwne authority whieh would not partake 
ifavouring either of these disputants 
wt the honour of having charge and 
trol of secondary education. That 
wuld prevent jealousy, and put an end 

‘the search for some line of demarcation 
‘tween elementary and secondary edu- 
ition. If the Government were going 

pursue that wil-o’-the-wisp, they 

vild never settle education. No line 
‘demarcation could be found. 

Sik J. GORST: Hear, hear! 

Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said he was 
tery glad the right hon. Gentleman 
heered that statement, because they had 
ad the Duke of Devonshire repeatedly 
“ing that the Department was seeking 


‘ 
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felt bound to say, by way of warn- | 
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a line of demareation. He maintained 
that it was impossible to find one, The 
Department, knowing it could not find it 
in the curriculum, was seeking for 
it in the age of the students, but that was 
equally impossible. The only way to avoid 
tie difficulty was to establish one autho« 
rity with which all could fall into line, 
and which would be acceptable to the 
friends of the technical instruction com- 
mittees on the one hand, and to the school 
boards on the other. 

*Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): The 
general tone of the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman filled me with deep regret. 
Chere was only one statement with which 
[ found myself in complete agreement, 
aid that was the statement with which 
he closed his speech in reference to the 

iecessity for having one authority con- 
‘rolling all forms of education. Even 
with regard to that his view is appar- 
ntly not the view of the Government, as 
he says the Government is to introduce 
. Bill upon which the House will have an 
pportunity of settling this question 
without the guidance of the Government. 
The Bill is to be introduced in such a 
form that the House shall settle for 
itseli—— 

Sir J. GORST I said nothing of the 
kind. What I said was that on the Bill 
the Government would introduce Par- 
liament would have an opportunity of 
raising these questions and getting a 
Parliamentary decision upon them. I 
never said the Government would intro- 
duce a Bill without guidance. 

*Mr. GRAY: If Parliament is to have 
an opportunity of raising the questions, 
that generally implies that the questions 
are not in the Bill when it is introduced. 

Sir J. GORST: Oh, no. 


*Mr. GRAY: Tam glad my right hon. 
friend excludes that interpretation. I 
should be much more satistied if the 
Government will screw up its courage 
at last, and come down with a scheme of 
one authority for all forms of education. 
I use the words “screw up its courage ” 
advisedly, because although we were told 


-in 1896 that this thing was essential, 


and in 1897 that the Bills they introduced 
were patching measures, designed to pre- 
pare the way for a final scheme of reform, 


‘yet the years which have since elapsed 


have witnessed no progress in the move- 
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ment inside the House, while the 
country outside is clamouring for a 
settlement. Year after year, on the 
Education Estimates, the Vice-President 
of the Council declares that this thing is 
necessary, and [am driven to the conelu- 
sion that it is simply on account of lack 
of courage on the part of the Government 
that we do not get the measure. 
Thespeech of the right hon. Gentleman 
to-night filled me with surprise. [ under- 
stood that the object of this debate was to 
obtain from the Vice-President a clear 
interpretation of the policy of his Depart- 
ment with regard to the Higher Ele- 
mentary Minute. He failed to give any 
such interpretation. That policy has been 
inconsistent from the first day to the last. 
Will the right hon. Gentleman himself 
get upand defend it } I think not. Can 
he explain the principles upon which the 
Department is acting now? The expla- 
nation he gave at the commencement of 
this debate is totally different from the 
explanation put before the Committee 
when the Minute was before us. Is he 
not aware that amongst these school 
boards, a large number of which are com- 
posed of Church people, with majorities 


of what are called “ Moderates.” as well , 


as among all people interested in the 
education of the children, there is a 
feeling of deep anxiety as to what he 
would say this evening with regard 
to higher elementary schools. They 
started in May last with considerable 
hope ; they saw a prospect of the schools 
called higher elementary schools being 
legalised. We were told that the object 
of this Minute was to legulise these par- 
ticular schools. To-day we are told that 
it was inorder that the organised science 
schools might be safeguarded in view of 
the possible decision of the courts in the 
Cockerton case. 

Sin J. GORST: That is what [said in 
May last. 

*Mr. GRAY: The right hon. Gentle- 
man says that is what he said in May last. 
Perhaps | may venture to quote. What 
was the difficulty in May last?) 1 was 
present throughout the whole of the 
debate, and the circumstances are very 
vividly before my mind. The block 
grant had been introduced, and that 
lobby was full of gentlemen who were 
trying to get the Government to 
withdraw the block grant on account — 
Mr. Gray. 


of the mischief it was said it would 
inflict upon certain of the higher 
class schools. That block grant was in 
jeopardy : it was saved by the introdue- 
tion of the Minute. The hon. Member fo) 
Cambridge University coupled the block 
grant of the Code with the Higher Ele 
mentary Minute in one and the samp 
motion, and we went through the lobhy 
in support of the Government ‘on the 
double question —the Higher Elementary 
Minute, the natural corollary of the 
introduction of the block grant. Th 
block grant did not inflict the slightest 
shadow of loss or injustice upon th 
higher grade schools. — It did not touch 
the higher grade schools by so much as 
the one-thirty-seventh of a penny at 
which the right hon. Gentleman esti 
mates the injury in certain large towns. 
That one-thirty-seventh of a penny is 
hot a very great loss to the ratepayers, 
but it represents a very large loss indeed 
to the 200 or 300 children who would 
have taken advantage of it. not only in 
board schools but in’ voluntary schools 
also. What are the facts of the ease! 
The hon. Member for Cambridge Uni 
versity used these words : 

“ It is also objected that the 22s. grant 
that is. the new block grant 
“did not adequately reward those schools 
which have hitherto been teaching some 
higher subjects over and above the ordinary 
elementary work.” 
That is not the higher grade schools. 
“Such schools, which may have been earning 
a 25s. or 27s. grant, will be losers.” 
Those are not higher grade schools ; 
they are the higher standard schools, 
the higher divisions in some of the sehools 
where a grant of 25s. or 27s. had been 
earned before the introduction of the 
bloek grant. He went onto say 
“ These schools may be obliged to give up their 
higher teaching.” 
Now mark the next statement : 
“If the Code stood alone that objection woul 
have force. But the new Code has been 
supplemented by the Minute of the Board ot 
Edueation of Avril last,” 
supplemented, as he went on to explain. 
to meet the very case of these higher 
standard schools where a grant of 27s. 
had been earned in the past, and not to 
meet the case of the higher grade schools 
at all. The right hon. Gentleman may 
say that he is not responsible in any way 
for what his colleague in the representi 
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tion of Cambridge University may say. 
Unfortunately for that line of argument, 
inhis own speech the right hon. Gentle- 
an Say S-— 

“[ think the very lucid and clear exposition 
of the Code and Minute by my hon. friend 
and colleague the Member for the University 
Cambridge would have put Members of the 
House of Commons in possession of all the 
views of the Government upon this subject.” 
[have always regarded that, as [am 
sire the great majority of Members on 
hoth sides of the House in the last Parhia- 
went also regarded it, as fathering the 
position of policy given by the hon. 
Member for Cambridge University. It 
vas perfectly clear to all of us that this 
figher Elementary Minute was to meet 
the case of the schools which were to be 
hit by the introduction of the block 
gant. But what do we hear to-night ? 
That it is not to meet the case of those 
vhools, but the case of the higher grade 
vhools. In the early part of his speech 
the right hon. Gentleman said there 
were two ov three forms of higher grade 
He went on to explain that 
there was the form in which the tea hing 
ithe ordinary Code subjects was fol- 
owed, and that there was a large number 
ithese schools. These were not organised 
vhools of science ; they taught the ordi- 
wry subjects of the Day School Code ; 
ind then he said, “These can go on.” 
lle dismissed them in the most airy 


whools. 


ushion. I want to know how they are 
i) go on without the money they are 


apecting to get out of this Higher Ele- 
ntary Minute. These schools were, 
tom the point of view of the ratepayers, 
ind also from the publie point of view, 
wot only necessary but carried on on 
the most economical lines. What ean be 
nore ruinous than to have three or four 
children in one school, half a dozen in 
other, and a dozen in another, stop- 
jing for two or three vears, demanding 
the attention of special teachers, and 
wing taught special subjects? What 
«in be more expensive than a system of 
that sort? These higher standard schools 
took all these children and grouped them 
together in one school, devoted the whole 
it their teaching to upper standard work, 
ind relied on getting the higher grant 
it 27s, per child. These schools could 
hot continue to exist, when the block 
grant system was introduced, but for 





15 Marcu 1901} 
Minute. 


the safeguard of the Higher Elementary | 





’ 


Service Estimates, 662 
To-night we learn that these 
schools are not to look for any hope 
under the Higher Elementary Minute. 
They are not to continue the work they 
have been doing for years: their only 
chance of getting assistance from the 
central treasury is by becoming organised 
schools of science. Nothing can be more 
disastrous than to try to east the whole 
of these schools into one mould. — I 
always thought these higher elementary 
schools were to resemble Les Ecoles Pri- 
maires Supérievres in France, with their 
three years course, and that the children 
stopping two or three years would take 
just those subjects which would fit them 
for the walk they were going to follow 
in after life. They can specialise at that 
age to some extent. I have seen the 
schools in excellent working order-—-- 


Sm J. GORST : In France 2 
*Mr. GRAY: Yes, in France. I spent 


several days only a fortnight ago in some 
of these French schools ; they were doing 
good work, and, as far as one could 
judge in a rapid glanee, producing ex- 
cellent results. They were not insisting 
on all the children following a scientifie 
course in the first year. In the first 
year the children all take the same 
general line of study ; in the second year 
they are divided into three sections—the 
literary, the industrial, and the com- 
mercial; and in the third year they 
mark still more emphatically the amount 
of time they should spend in the year on 
either industrial, commercial, or literary 
subjects, according to the walk of lite 
they are going to follow later. It may 
be said that that is specialising at too 
early an age. But the great majority 
of those children will never go a step 
further ; they are going to leave educa- 
tional work when they have finished 
their course at the school. If they have 
no chance of specialising before leaving 
what are they to do? In Bradford 
they want the boys in their offices as 
commercial clerks ; where are they to 
get the early stages of their training ! 
According to the policy of the Board 
of Education they are to get it in the 
school of science.—[AN Hon. Memper : 
There is an exeellent grammar school 
in Bradford. }|—Yes, at which fees must 
be paid, and in which the greater por- 
tion of the study is not commercial 
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but literary, from which the children ‘about the 2,600,000 children who are 
may come out with a good literary still attending voluntary schools! Are 
education, and yet be only fitted to these to have no opportunity whatever? 
starve as clerks at £50 a year. I want Said the Vice-President very airily, 
to see introduced in our English schools “These schools can goon.” Yes, legally 
a system of training which will induce they can go on, but they cannot go on 
the children to look upon manual labour, without the necessary money. If the 
as an honourable calling. But you do right hon. Gentleman withdraws the 
not get it by making all the schools support ofthis Higher Elementary Minute, 
organised seience schools. Why should these schools must of necessity close their 
you not have book-keeping for a lad doors. As far as voluntary schools are 
thirteen or fourteen years old? If you concerned, there are two courses open : 
have an advanced course of organic to transfer their children to the hoard 
chemistry, why not a course in French schools and seek the support ot the rates, 
or some other modern language? Are in order to keep the higher elementary 
all these children going to earn their school going, or to abandon all hope of 
living in the manufacturing departments a child attending a voluntary  scheol 
of the State ? Are they all going to be getting this slightly higher form of edu- 
mechanics ? We are training a large eation. I beseech the Committee not to 
number of our children in the primary run away with the idea that this is 
schools to do the manufacturing of the secondary school training. Go into the 
article, but we are training hardly one schools and see them at work : look at 
for the distribution of the article when’ the work in the higher elementary schools 
made. All over the country merchants across the water : judge tor yourselves 
are lamenting this defect in our national whether that is secondary school work. 
system of education. It would he all Recollect the homes these children come 
very well to talk about specialising ata from, their limited vocabulary when 
later date, that it could be postponed they start, the difficulties they have to 
until the children got to the secondary contend with. It is absurd to suggest, 
schools, but for the one fact that a very except in a very few cases indeed, that 
large percentage of the children ean anything in the nature of real secondary 
never have an opportunity of going to a edueation can be given to such children 
secondary school, and unless there is before the age of fifteen. The Swiss 
something in the way of specialisation in| would laugh at the idea of this being 
these schools you have not only done no secondary education. They look upon 
good to those children, but you have it as an essential feature of their primary 
done them a great deal of harm. You = school life. In many countries they 
ought to be able to judge at fourteen. would refuse to let the child leave school 
years of age what the parent proposes earlier, insisting on the whole burden 
to do with the child. In some schools of its education being thrown upon the 
I have visited the head teacher's time is State, and insisting upon the child stay- 
largely occupied in advising parents as jing at school until it had passed through 
to the walk of life a child should follow, this course in the higher elementary 
having carefully noted the aptitudes of sehool. 
the child in school and the liking it has Now I turn for one moment to the 
for special branches of study. I thought question of the higher grade schools—the 
we were going to have under the Higher organised science schools. I hope the 
Elementary Minute schools of the de- right hon. Gentleman did not intend to 
scription | have mentioned; the very. leave the impression, but 1 am bound to 
name encouraged that hope. Now we say he left it on my mind, that these 
are told it is to safeguard the higher | schools had been established by fraud. 
grade schools. We had ease after case quoted where 
I should like to go a step further with | school boards had applied for loans to 
regard to these higher elementary schools. | build schools, giving an assurance that 
It has been argued all the evening as if | they were to be elementary schools and 
none but school boards were able to | organised science schools, and_ then. 
establish these schools. What about | having obtained the loans on these condi- 
half the children of the country! What seu, they used the school solely as an 


Mr. (rt). 4 
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organised science school. It sounded ‘ing the ordinary elementary instruction. 
very much like a charge of fraud, of Therefore it seems to me that they were 
obtaining loans under false pretences. I fairly keeping the conditions. Another 
hope the right hon. Gentleman did not case mentioned was that at Leeds, in 
intend to convey that impression ; but, if} which the conditions were laid down and 
so, if these school boards were fraudulent said to be violated, and we were told 
in their intentions, the Board of Educa- | there were no less than 204 scholars 
tion connived at the fraud, aided and taking the scientifie course. Yes, but 
abetted it, published documents, quasi- | surely we ought to have been told that in 
official, encouraging boards to carry on addition there were in the same building 
this work, suggesting to them that it) no less that 737 children taking the ordi- 
was their obvious duty to establish these nary elementary school course. There- 
schools ; and I believe | have been out! fore, T suggest that the conditions under 
with some of the officials of the Depart-) which the loans were obtained were not 
ment to the opening of higher grade violated. ft] take the total of tittv- 
schools, when no words could be too | nine of these so-called organised science 
flattering of the authority for the excel- schools, I find 11,800 scholars in the 
lent way in which they were discharging | science section, and no less than 26,099 
their public duty. [ have heard it over in the elementary section, so that the 
and over again, and I agree with the | great majority of the scholars are still 
flattery, or rather the praise; | agree | doing the ordinary elementary school 
that these authorities are doing their) work, and the remainder are taking the 
duty. If they were not, what would. scientific course. 


the ratepayers have done with them at I do not propose to weary the Com- 

the next election! They would have mittee exeept with one word more. Iam 
. . rye . . . = 

thrown them out of office. These are tired of trying to get any progress In 


popularly-elected bodies. One would) the administration of the Department. 
imagine that they were bodies which What do I find! Why, at the General 
held oftice contrary to the wishes ot the: Election a few months ago Member after 
local ratepayers. The establishment of Member, on this side of the House as well 
the great majority of these higher grade as on that, set forth in paragraph after 
schools has been the subject of keen paragraph their desire to see rapid pro- 
criticism and contest at school board gress in popular education. Speeches 
dections. The people,if any,tocondemn were made by Conservative and 
are not the members of the school board, Unionist candidates, in favour generally 
but the electors who put them into of the Imperialistic policy of the Govern- 
office. The electors are primarily respon- ment ; but if the word “ education ” were 
ible for every higher grade school in’ ejaculated by some enthusiast in the 
existence. meeting the reply was—* Yes, I am all in 
When the Vice-President was referring favour of progress in popular education.” 
to these schools he gave us one or two No sooner do we get in this Chamber 
instances in which he said these loans than the desire to see progress vanishes. 
had been obtained under false pretences [Ministerial cries of “ Oh, oh.”] Well, if 
—eases in which, having obtained the the desire for progress in this matter has 
lean, they then established a science not evaporated, then I hope that hon. 
school. Somebody asked him to give Members will soon have an opportunity 
the figures showing the proportion of of showing their zeal. This debate to- 
science and elementary scholars respect- night has been worth the having if only 
ively in the school. [ will give the for the speech which we have heard from 
figures in one or two instances. [| the right hon. Member for Dartford. 
believe one of the schools referred was at) But what he has said in the House 
Hanley, where under the conditions set to-night on this question has been 
forth the school was established, and, said here and in the country  seorcs 
said the right hon. Gentleman, “ What of times, and yet we cannot get this 
did they do? There were 309 scholars question settled. Public meetings at- 
receiving scientific instruction in that tended by the clergy and the bishops of 
school.” Perfectly true; but T think the Church have all clamoured for this 
he ought to have added that in the same | reform, and voluntary school managers 
Imilding there were 279 children receiv- declare that in spite of all their endeavours 
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in the past few years they cannot keep 


going much_ longer. 


another case came into my hands of a | 


London school which was shut up because 


it was found impossible to carry it on any | 


longer. The same ery is coming from 
one end of the country to the other. 
Owing to the vacillating policy of the 
Edueation Department we do not know 
what next year may bring. It has been said 
that it is necessary to draw a clear line 
of demarcation between primary and 
secondary schools, but you would not 
need that if you had one local authority. 
A great waste of money, waste of effort, 
and waste of time is characterising the 
existing system. There is needless over- 
lapping, and a struggle is going on 
between the secondary and_ technical 
authorities and the school board 
the voluntary schools for the hody of the 
same child, in order to drag that child into 
this and that school simply to get the 
grant per head that is paid by the State. 


If Parliament will but give us a single | 


educational authority in each county 


council area, that local authority will | 


take precious good care that there is none 
of this overlapping. Such a_ reform 
would destroy three-fourths of the 
existing jealousies, for it would then be 
nobody’s interest to keep a child in a par- 
ticular school, but it would be every- 
body’s interest to put a child in that 
school in which it would be best taught. 

I am appealing for no one sect, but for 
the training of these children upon whom 
the future of this great Empire depends. 
There is a great commercial contest going 
on between the great nations, and you 
are doing nothing to meet it. We know 
how much the intelligence of a battalion 
affects results on the battle field, and we 
hear that it is necessary that our soldiers 
should be better trained. Why not give | 
them this chance in the day school ? 
Why should those parents who want to 
keep their children at school until they are 
fifteen years of age not have the chance 
of doing so? At all events, if the locality 
is prepared to do this, do not let the 
Government hinder them, and if their 
action happens to be illegal, then I say 
that it is the first duty of the Government 
to come to Parliament for that legislation 
which will enable a locality to carry out 
its own desire. 

Str JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
Accrington) : J wish to call the attention 


Mr. Gray. 
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Only yesterday | 
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and 


' under consideration. 


‘thing this year. 
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of the House to the summary dismissal of 
teachers without them having any oppor- 
tunities of appeal or any chance of rein. 
statement. I remember that in the last 
session of Parliament, in the year 1900, I 
put a question to the right hon. Gentle. 
|man the Vice-President of the Council, 
asking him if he would bring in a Bill 
making the Board of Education the final 
court of appeal in such matters as this, 
I remember that he promised then to 
bring in a Bill the following session, 
Then there came the General Election, 
and in the short session of December last 
[ put down another question, and he 
promised me another Bill this session. 
And I am sorry to say that whena ques- 
tion was put the other night he gaye 
the same rather evasive answer. My 
reason for rising to-night is simply and 
solely to ask him to regard this matter 
as one of pure justice and not as a party 
question. 

sm J. GORST: [ cannot allow the 
hon. Member to say that I gave an evasive 
answer upon this subject. 

Sirk JOSEPH LEESE: | 


said “a 


, rather evasive answer,” but I will with- 


draw it. 

Sir J. GORST: I said that my noble 
friend the Lord President of the Council 
in December last authorised me to sav 
that the matter would be dealt with in 
the present session. My noble friend is 
still of the same mind. The matter will 
be dealt with, but whether it will be dealt 
with by minute or legislation is: still 
My hon. friend the 
Member for West Ham accused me of 
saving one thing last year and another 
The only way to defend 
myself against this charge is to inflict 


}upon the Committee a passage from a 


speech which I made on 3rd May, 18%. 
I then said— 

“You have school boards who have estab- 
lished excellent higher-grade schools, whose 
work | have always spoken of in terms of the 
highest eulogy, and school boards are now 
supporting those schools in an illegal manner 
out of the school funds. What, then, is to be 
done? This Minute affords an opportunity of 
placing these schools on a legal and legitimate 
footing, and although there may be some 
higher-grade schools which will stand out and 
take the chance of the law courts, yet |! 
believe the great majority of these schools 
have hailed with satisfaction the publication 
of this Minute, and that they will convert 
themselves into higher elementary schools so 
as to put their proceedings on a proper and 
legitimate footing.” 
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The majority of the great school boards 


boycotted the Higher Education Minute 
and resolved, particularly as the Science 
and Art Department were continuing to 
pay the grants, to wait for the final 
judgment. A few of the boards have 
come in, and Sheffield and Salford and 
some others have converted their schools 
into higher elementary schools ; but the 
majority of the boards are holding out 
until the final judgment, and then I have 
no doubt that a very large number of 
them will come in. 

The hon. Member for Halifax asked me 
three questions. The first was why 
l7s. 6d. was still imposed upon evening 
continuation schools. That is a question 
for the Treasury, and not for the Board 
of Education. With regard to the ques- 
tion of the attendance of children at 
evening continuation schools, I will do 
everything in my power to make regula- 
tions by which the evening continuation 
schools shall be real continuation schools, 
but [am most reluctant to allow even for 
six months a wretched child to attend 
all the day at the day school and all the 
evening at the evening school. I think 
that if a child of tender years has attended 
properly to school in the day-time it is 
almost cruel to expect that child to attend 
at an evening school as well. As to the 
question of physical instruction in evening 
schools, I can assure the House that I am 
as eager as any hon. Member to see that 
the children, both boys and girls, have 
proper physical instruction. 

The hon. Member for West Isling- 


ton, the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell, and my _ hon. _ friend 
the Member for West Ham have all 


been extremely zealous in regard to 
the case of commercial education gene- 
rally. My idea of a commercial educa- 
tion differs somewhat from theirs, but I 
do not doubt that they are genuine in 
their zeal, and I hope that they will be 
equally generous to me and believe me 
when I say that I am not trying to destroy 
our education or the commercial schools 
by the policy we have adopted. My idea 
of a commercial education is not satisfied 
by merely teaching typewriting and 
shorthand to boys of ten to fourteen 
years of age. 
commercial education. Book-keeping as 
a branch of arithmetic is a very proper 


subject, and there is no obstacle to its | 
hing taught ; but typewriting of course 
VOL. XC. 


[FourTH SeErtEs.] 


That is not my notion of a | 
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is a mere technical accomplishment, and 
so is shorthand, and I do not think, con- 
sidering the short time there is for general 
education, that the time of the children 
should be devoted to teaching them 
a merely technical art. 

The hon. Member for North Camber- 
well was good enough to weary the House 
by quoting a number of passages from 
the speech which I made some years ago 
at the Mansion House, but his quotations 
do not fairly represent my views. What 
I said was that the only way by which 
you can have a good commercial educa- 
tion is by establishing it upon a sound 
general elementary education, and be- 
tween the ages of ten and fourteen years 
the children ought to be undergoing 
their general education ; and to attempt 
to specialise and teach them what is 
called a commercial education is merely a 
waste of time, and will produce results 
which will be of no value whatever. I 
should like to be allowed to say on this 
subject that this question of specialisa- 
tion in education is one which has exer- 
cised very much the attention of those 
who look upon education from a philo- 
sophical point of view. If anybody takes 
the time and trouble to do what I have 
had to do as part of my duties, that 
is to visit the educational exhibits at the 
late Paris Exhibition, he will have been 
struck by a very remarkable divergence 
between the northern Teutonic and Anglo- 
Saxon races and the Southern races, 
like the French and the Italians. ‘The 
universal principle of the Northern races 
is general education and the general 
development of intelligence up to a com- 
paratively late age, and no specialisation 
before sixteen or seventeen. That prin- 
ciple is carried out, too, in a most remark- 
able way in America. America is a 
practical country, a commercial country, 
a manufacturing country, where every- 
body is looking to “ the main chance,” and 
yet these unphilosophical and practical 
Americans do not attempt to specialise 
in any way whatever until a compara- 
tively late age. They do not prepare the 
child for a particular walk in life, but 
they give it a general education which is 
calculated to develop all the faculties of 
mind and body, and then for the first time 
they begin to specialise. But that is not 
so in France, and my hon. friend has been 
speaking about the French schools. In 


France, as in Italy and the Southern 
2A 
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countries generally, they attempt very 
carly to teach the children what we call 
something useful. That is to say, at a 
very early age they begin to give one 
kind of instruction to a child who is going 
to bé an agricultural labourer, another 
kind to a child who is going to be a clerk, 
and so forth. In this way the children 
are prepared for the course in life which 
they are expected to follow. It is a very 
remarkable thing, but | was told by the 
people with whom I conversed at Paris 
that the result of the Exhibition had been 
to very much shake the faith of the 
French educationists in their own system, 
aud they were very much more inclined 
to adupt the American system of general 
education, which was, in the main, the 
English system of not specialising. That 
is the policy which the Board of Education 
have been pursuing in this country in 
relation to these higher elementary 
schools for which we have been so severely 
handled. The idea of the higher elemen- 
tary school is that it should be a school 
wiving a general education calculated to 
develop the faculties of the boys and girls 
between ten and fourteen. | think that 
is a very early age to specialise. 

Then some hon. Member has talked 
about these schools being pure schools of 
science. The amount of science which 
is required in the higher elementary 
school is four hours per week for the 
first two years, and six hours per week 
tor the last two years, half of which is to 
be practical work. That is not more | 
science than can be reasonably acquired 
in az ordinary general education. There 
are twenty-five hours in the school week, 
and, therefore, twenty-one or nineteen 
available for other than scientific sub- 
jects. It should be remembered that it 
is not the same science in every school, 
for there is a great variety which can 
be taught. The teaching of science 
is a matter in which there can be an 
cnormous amount of variety. There- 
fore you have twenty-one hours at 
the disposal of the school managers for 
other subjects in the first two years, and 
you can devote it to your own English 
language, or even to shorthand and 
bookkeeping. You can teaeh both short- 
hand and bookkeeping, though I regret 
enormously the time which school boards 
devote to those subjects. Then why, it 
is asked, are not these large grants given 
to the ordinary higher grade schools ? 
Sir J. Gorst, 
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The Department is. tied by its duty to 
-arliament. There is no power to give 
these large grants in the Higher Elemen- 
tary School Minute to any school which 
does not teach subjects outside of the 
Elementary School Code, and there is no 
Parliamentary authority to give grants 
for anything outside the Code but scien- 
tific subjects. The general idea of Par- 
liament is that literary education is pro- 
vided for by very large endowments, 
that technical education is provided for 
by the whiskey money which comes out 
of the Consolidated Fund, and_ that 
science and art and elementary education 
are provided for by the annual grants of 
the House of Commons. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): You 
can modify the Code. 


sir J. GORST: Yes, we can modify 
the Code, but until it is modified it must 
be observed. Suppose that a higher 
elementary school is started for teaching 
bovs between twelve and fourteen some 
special commercial subject such as the 
Spanish language, for instance. Let me 
point out this fact. There is another 
authority in the district which is em- 
powered by Parliament to teach modern 
languages, and which has Exchequer 
money given to it by this House for the 
purpose of enabling it to teach them. 
What is really proposed is, that having 
set up a technical instruction committee, 
say, in the borough of Bradford, for the 
purpose of teaching Spanish and having 
the power to teach the Spanish language, 
we are to set up another authority to 
teach Spanish which is to receive a large 
Exchequer grant. Therefore, we should 
have two schools at Bradford drawing 
pupils frem one another and competing 
for the same students. It is the most 
monstrous confusion that you can pos- 
sibly conceive. I do not think that the 
hon. Members who are so zealous for a 
commercial education have any idea of 
this. If instead of agitating for these 
higher grants you will take the children 
of the higher grade schools and teach 
them within the four corners of the Code 


all the subjects which the Code allows you 


to teach, and in that way give them a 
general elementary education, 
when those children arrive at the age 
of fourteen or fifteen and leave the ele- 
mentary school, then they are exactly in 
the condition to receive a special com- 
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mercial education. If the school boards 
would give up the idea of keeping the 
children out of the secondary schools 
and instead of this prepare them for the 
secondary schools, and after they have 
left this course of study, then send them 
into secondary schools to receive technical 
education in one. and commercial educa- 
tion in the other, [ think you would have 
your children very much better educated 
than vou will if vou persist in keeping 
the children out of the secondary schools. 
In this way you give the children the 
advantages of » much wider education. 
It is not the hon. Members opposite 
alone who are zealous for the poor man’s 
child. We are trying to do what is best 
for his child, but you want to keep the 
poor man’s-child perpetually in a school 
of his own. We want him to mix with 
the rest of the population, and we want 
the cleverer of the children of the working 
classes of this country to mix with other 
children and with other boys and girls, 
so that they can ultimately find their 
way into the universities. Everybody 
knows how many ot the distinguished 
men in the universities of the land and 
in our scientific societies have sprung 
from the ranks ot the people. You can 
never promote the real higher education 
of the people by shutting them up in a 
separate school of their own. You want 
to mix all classes together, and give 
scholarships and exhibitions by which 
the best and cleverest children of the 
working classes can find their way to the 
universities, and it is in that way only 
that you will perpetuate that system 
which has made this country as great as 
it is. 


*Mr. MATHER (Lancashire, Rossen- 
dale): Any lien. Member who has 
looked at the crowded Strangers’ 


Gallery to-night must have noticed 
the intense interest which is taken in 
this subject by the country as a whole. 
The old lassitude and lethargy connected 
with this great subject seem to have 
passed away. It has passed away not 
on purely academic grounds, but owing 
to a fear, which is becoming intensified 
as the years roll on, that Great Britain 
stands in danger among the great nations | 
of the world as regards her future during 
the next twenty-five years. The right 


hon. Gentleman opposite has used argu- 
ments and uttered sentiments which do. 
not appear to re to be quite consistent 
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the one with the other. None of us, I 
think, on this side of the House, or on 
the other side of the House, will dispute 
the fact that the American system of 
general education for all classes of the 
community, from the bottom to the top, 
is the most perfect and symmetrical plan 
by which the human mind ean be trained 
intelligently for the purposes of life. All 
classes join together in this system of 
education. They meet at the primary 
they meet at the grammar 
school, and pursue their way to 
the higher schools, and many _ of 
them find their way to the colleges 
eventually. You find under the Ameri- 
can system all classes of the community 
mingling together, and nothing in my 
opinion is better calculated to make a 
nation truly great in all its aims and 
objects than that the children should be 
educated on the American plan. That 
is precisely the plan that we advo- 
cate on this side of the House, and 
which many hon. Members on the 
opposite side desire to see carried out 
and adoptedin England. But to do this 
you must adopt the American authority, 
and the American authority is a univer- 
sal school board in every city of the 
country. There is scarcely a single ex- 
ception in all the areas of city life in 
America where the school board is not 
elected to take charge of education from 
the bottom to the top, and it takes 
entire control. Education is afforded 
without money and without price to all 
ranks and classes of the community 
through public taxation. If that were the 
system established in this country, none 
of us would object, but we have cause 
to complain now of the way in 
which our children are trained under 
dual authorities. Under the Ameri- 
can system the children pass from the 
primary school upwards, and if that 
system was adopted in England, we 
should have an educated people in a 
comparatively short space of time. 
The interest taken in this discussion 
this evening will make itself felt not 
only with the Committee, but certainly 
throughout the entire country, as 
marking a new departure in the great 
question of education. 

[ understand that we are about to have 


‘introduced during this year many new 


things. At any rate the Government of 
the day have promised certain reforms in 


2A 2 
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several directions. But of all the reforms 
which appear to be most necessary for 
the salvation of the country, in my opinion 
and in the opinion of many others who 
have studied this question for many years, 
a reform in our national education 
stands the first; and it also stands the 


first in the estimation of the country. | 


In the discussion of this great national 
question we have had an empty Front 
Ministerial Bench, and rather a small 
attendance in Committee, but the 
interest outside in this question has 
been manifested to-night by the very 
large number of the public present 
here. I believe that next Friday we 
are to have another reform introduced 
into this House in connection with the 
Army. Upon that occasion the Front 
Bench opposite and all the benches in the 
House will be crowded, and it will be 
difficult to get a seat in the House. But 
I maintain that this question of national 
education should precede all other re- 
forms, because even Army reform de- 


pends for its efficiency upon educa- 
tional reform. Ido ask the _ right 
hon. Gentleman to take it most 


seriously into his consideration, because 
itimust be evident from what he has heard 
during the debate to-day and from his 
own experience outside, that at least the 


people of this country have come to the | 


conclusion that we can no longer face 
the future upon the basis of that want of 
intelligence and that inadequate pro- 
vision for general education which we 
have been passing through during the 
last twenty-five years. We are thank- 
ful for the small progress achieved, 
but that has only made us feel more 
acutely than ever what a vast difference 
there is between the advantages of the 
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|happened for want of natural re. 
sources, or for want of coal, iron, copper 
‘or other raw materials which we obtain 
‘from all parts of the earth by a splendid 
|development of the shipping interest. 
| The difficulty is that the human material 
|is not as competent now to deal with the 
scientific and industrial problems of 
the day as it was twenty-five years ago, 
The rest of the world has gone ahead, 
and has got into line with us, and even 
passed us in many industries. Those 
engaged in scientific industries naturally 


-ask why it is that we cannot maintain 


this supremacy in the future; why 
we fear the competition of to-day. There 
is only one palpable reason, which stares 
us in the face all the time, and that is 
the lack of that cultivated intelligence 
amongst the industrial classes which is 
necessary to enable us to carry on our 
industries in the scientific manner 
which the world demands in all directions. 
Only the other day I came across a re- 
markable illustration of this point. I 
was asked to obtain an English chemical 
analyst for a large manufacturing firm 
abroad, and after looking round for 
weeks, I could only find four who were 
in any sense competent to come up to 
the necessary requirements. On the 
other side of the water I could have found 
scores where | could only find one here. 
That kind of thing disheartens indus- 
try when looking to the future. I will 
ask the right hon. Gentleman, if he 
doubts my experience, or the results of it, 
to consult any large employer of labour, 
engaged in any scientific industry in 


this country, and he will find that one 


working classes in this country and| 


those enjoyed by America and Germany 
when they come face to face with the 
real purposes of life. I am a large 
manufacturer, and we engineers of 
England are in a position to compare 


our industry with those large industries | 


earried on on the other side of the Atlantic 
and in Germany. It must be within the 
knowledge of every Member of the 
Committee that during the last ten years 
there has been a gradual encroachment 
upon all the industries for which this 
country was distinguished in former 
years. Our supremacy has been chal- 
lenged and undermined. This has not 


Mr. Mather. 


and all of them experience the greatest 
difficulty in getting proper human 
material to face the great problems 
which have to be met. | think that is 
the greatest obstacle to our maintaining 
the supremacy which we formerly held 


/ amongst the nations of the world. 





For these reasons, is it not the duty 
of the Government to throw aside all 
other considerations, and give all that we 
require for the reform of our national 
system of education! The right hon. 
Gentleman stated in regard to the 
17s. 6d. limit that the matter depended 
upon the Treasury. Any Government 
worthy of the name that wishes to meet 
our enemies not only in the field but also 
those in our own household—any Govern- 
ment capable of recognising the signs of 
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the times and which desires to meet 
these enemies, surely ought to regard 
national education as one of the most 
important questions to which it could 
devote the money of the people. The 
Treasury should be made to feel this, and 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, the 


and the gentlemen who rule the destinies 
of the nation, should recognise the fact 
that we at least on this side of the House 
are willing to bury the hatchet of discord 


so far as all the minor differences of a/ 


national system of education are cen- 
cerned, and are willing to support the 
Government as we did in the passing of 
the Technical Instruction Bill of 1889— 
which would never have passed but for 
our action on this side of the House. We 
are willing to go with them and justify 
their action in our constituencies, if they 
will only give us the chance by establish- 
ing once and for all a system under one 
large authority, without making any lines 
of demarcation to differentiate between 
the education necessary for the working 
classes and for the middle classes of the 
country, and all classes up to that stage 
of culture to which some of them may 
aspire later on. I have done what I 
could in my business to encourage the 
spirit of education among parents, for I 
have stipulated that in my works no 
apprentice shall be taken under sixteen 
years of age who has not undergone a 
regular course of higher instruction. 
Age alone cannot be the test. You can- 
not differentiate between the ages of 
fiiteen and sixteen. Elementary science 
should be a subject of common and 
general education in our primary schools, 
and to teach something of the laws of 
nature is to make a child understand 
the A B C of science. There is no difti- 
culty about explaining to a child the 
nature of the atmosphere he breathes, 
or the manner in which we obtain water 
by means of a pump, or the difference 
between a vacuum and air pressure, or 
the forces of nature. All these things 
meet him through the ordinary course 
of his life, and they can be brought 
before him in the schoolroom at the age 


of fourteen or fifteen just as well as they | 


can be at the age of eighteen. 
I earnestly press upon the right hon. 


Gentleman to take it from the Com-_| 


mittee’s attitude to-night that we are 
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| known as higher grade schools. 
recognised that when they got beyond 
| the standards of the Code they could no 
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really in earnest. I have never heard 
the House of Commons so much in 
|earnest as it has been to-night on this 
‘great question of national education. 
| Outside the House the right hon. Gentle- 
/man needs no proof that the country is 
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/aroused upon this important matter. 
Prime Minister, the Leader of the House, | 


We have the example of other nations 
before us. It is a matter for irony for 
us to be now discussing what the English 
nation requires in education for her 
future destiny. We are the oldest nation 
of the world in the modern sense of the 
word, and should be the most advanced. 
The right hon. Gentleman has now 
a splendid opportunity, for the House is 
ready and more than eager to support him 
in every way it can, and if he will only 
make the Cabinet understand how much 
in earnest the House is, and still more 
the country, then I think we shall have 
reached a very happy period in our 
history. A new reign has just dawned 
upon us. We have a new monarch’and 
a new Parliament, and we have entered 
on a new century. Let it be recorded 
in our history that this was a time when 
a new national system of education was 
established throughout the length and 
breadth of the land, and then I believe 
the country will once more rise to great 
achievements. 


*Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.) said 
that in the earlier part of the debate his 
right hon. friend the Member for South 
Aberdeen gave an account of the way in 
which the higher grade schools came into 
existence. Those who were acquainted 
with the history of this educational move- 
ment knew that here and there up and 
down the country it began by pressing 
education beyond the standards of the 
Code, which it was perceived could be got 
through by ‘children of average ability 
long before the time at which it was 
desirable that they should leave school. 
The consequence was that schools began 
to be established which had since been 
It was 


longer use the rates for the support of 
those schools, and the result was that 
though the children were still kept in 
the buildings the education was sup- 
posed to be paid for partly by fees, partly 
by the grants from the Science and Art 
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Department. Subsequently, however, 
the fees were diminished, and in some 
cases entirely abolished. The grants of 
the Science and Art Department were 
diminished or were less easily obtained, 
and the consequence was that schools of 
this kind, established to meet a real want, 
found themselves obliged to carry on in 
a manner which in the earlier stage of 
their existence they would have con- 
sidered to be illegal. Then there came 
a still further development in the schools 
of the great northern towns. In London, 
where the higher grade schools had 
only lately been developed, the object of 
establishing them was not so much to 
fill an ascertained gap in education as to 
increase the prestige of the School Board, 
and really enter into competition with 
existing secondary schools. That had 
happened to his knowledge to a very 
large extent, and the difficulty in the 
matter was that the masters conducting 
the higher grade schools were naturally 
desirous of keeping the children in the 
schools instead of willingly relinquishing 
them to the secondary schools, to the 
detriment not only of the education of 
the children, but to the great detriment 
of the secondary schools. Children were 
now kept at the higher grade schools 
until they were about fifteen, and then 
because it was found that they would 
have a better chance of obtaining certain 
kinds of employment if they came from 
a secondary school they were sent to such 
a school for what was thought to be a 
finishing year. That was bad for the 
education of the children and disadvan- 
tageous to the secondary schools. 

There were two great things to be 
considered in connection with the matter. 
One was that the Act of 1870 was in- 
tended to provide for the elementary 
education of the great mass of the people 
—labourers, artisans, soldiers, policemen, 
and the men filling the lower ranks of the 
Civil Service. At what age would such 
people begin to earn their livelihood ! 
Was it possible in the conditions of our 
social system—even though he thought 
it desirable—that such children as those 
for whom the elementary system of educa- 
tion was devised could remain at school 
beyond the age of fourteen? He heard 
with great interest the statement of the 
hon. Gentleman opposite about not taking 
apprentices into his works until they 
Mr. Bond. 


‘COMMONS} 





Service Estimates. 680 


were sixteen. But from the way in 
which the hon. Gentleman announced 
the fact he evidently regarded it as 
exceptional. Elementary education was 
now free, or practically free, and the 
question was whether the Committee 
was prepared to go any further in the 
direction of making education, to a higher 
degree, gratuitous! The higher grade 
schools had one great attraction in 
the eyes of parents, and that was that no 
fees were payable at them—at least in 
London. Another difficulty was the 
comparative lateness of the age at which 
scholars now entered the secondary 
schools. That was a real danger to educa- 
tion. They were not at liberty to 
treat education a= consisting of a number 
of different stages. like a house of ecards. 
Education properly understood was a 
much more serious matter than that. 
It was a matter of organic growth, so 
far as it could be secured, of drawing on 
the child stage by stage, from subject to 
subject, and in the end turning him out 
as complete a social instrument as he 
could be turned out having regard to 
the time he remained at sehool. He 
confessed that the situation presented 
very great difficulties. School 
and schoolmasters and mistresses in 
elementary schools, actuated no doubt 
by very laudable motives and desirous 
of doing their very best for the edueation 
of the children confided to their care, had 
departed from the plain course pre- 
scribed for them by the Elementary 
Education Act, and had unquestionably 
encroached on the field of secondary 
education. They did it in many cases 
with the assent, approval, and reeogni- 
tion of the inhabitants of the districts in 
which the development had taken place, 
and with the left-handed recognition 
of the Education Department. Now that 
the illegality of such action was being 
discussed, they were confronted with 
what was certainly a difficult. delicate, 
and awkward question. The schools 
which had been established were doing 
good work, and work which met with the 
approval of the bulk of the inhabitants 
of the districts where it was being carried 
on. It would be extremely difficult 
to shut them up altogether, and he 
himself thought that the conclusion 
which had been arrived at by some ot 
the speakers in the debate was a right 
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conclusion, and that the only way of 
getting a really satisfactory system of 
education, which would provide necessary 
instruction up to the age of about sixteen, 
was to establish either one central 
authority or several local authorities to 
deal with the whole .uoje.t. There were 
however immense perils and difficulties 
in that plan. They could not remodel 
their education system in that way 
without a very large increase of expendi- 
ture. Hon. Members on both sides 
seemed prepared for that, but no hon. 
Member had given any figures to indicate 
what the cost would be. At present 
education was practically free up to the 
age of fifteen or thereabouts. 

lf they wished to go further, and pro- 
vide State education for children remain- 
ing at school until the age of seventeen 
or thereabouts, and to eliminate the un- 
happy Jealousies which had prevailed 
for a long time between the elementary 
and secondary schools, the only way to 
proceed, so far as he could see, was to fall 
back on some such plan as had been sug- 
gested. He hoped that when the Bill 
which had been promised was introduced 
it would be found to contain provisions 
for the consolidation of edueation authori- 
ties in different districts, so that the 
entire system from beginning to end 
might be worked harmoniousl, on a defi- 
nite plan. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I shall not detain 
the Committee for more than two or 
three minutes. As this has been such 
a remarkable debate, it may be desirable 
before we proceed to a division for one 
to endeavour to summarise its main 
features. It is certainly the first time 
in my experience of the House of Com- 
mons in which practically a whole 
evening, nominally devoted to a Vote 
on Account embracing all the branches 
of the Civil Service, has been entirely 
occupied by the one topic we are engaged 
on. We hear a great deal, rightly and 
justly, about the necessity of reforming 
some of our public Departments, the 
War Office. and so on; but I think the 
manner in which the House has occupied 
its time to-night is the most significant 
proof the country could have that we 
look on the reform of our educational 
system as coming first and foremost. 
I think, without any distinction of party, 
we may recognise that as a hopeful 
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sign, because it shows that not merely 
has the debate been contributed to 
almost equally by both sides of the 
House ; not merely that we are full of 
hope and desire for the future. but that 
we are animated by what I conceive to be 
a just and legitimate apprehension as to 
our existing educational position. 

My hon. friend the Member for Rossen- 
dale. in his speech a few minutes ago, and 
speaking with his long experience as 
a large employer of labour, emphasised. 
in, | think. not at all accentuated or 
exaggerated terms, the enormous danger 
to which the industries of this country are 
exposed, not from any falling off in the 


| energy or even in the intelligence of either 
|our capitalists or labourers, but from 


the superiority in methods of training 
which have been adopted by our leading 
competitors in the industrial world. For 
the first time in the historyof this country, 
indeed in the history of the world, the 
exports of a foreign country during 
the last twelve months have exceeded 
our own, andif ever there were an occasion 
when it was time for us to look round 
and put our educational house in order 
that occasion has now arrived. There 
is also another point which has found 
ample expression during the course of 
this debate, and that is that whatever 
differences we may have had in the 
past or may have in the future—and 
I do not in the least disguise or minimise 
their importance—-as to the position of 
denominational schools on the one side 
and board schools on the other, there 
is a certain neutral ground in the diree- 
tion of educational improvement on 
which all parties in this House may 
meet. The greatest educational reform 
which has taken place in our time was 
carried out under the conduct of my 
right hon. friend—I mean the pro- 
viding of free education in our primary 
schools. That was a matter on which 
there was no division of party opinion, 
and the measure was carried into 
law practically with the consent of 
all parties. There is another _ illus- 
tration, not perhaps so wide-reaching 
in its effects, but not to be ignored—I 
refer to the Technical Instruction Act 
of 1899. That Act, | am sorry to say, was 
circumscribed in its extent, but it has 
already produced, and will, if largely 
extended, continue to produce. the 
foundations of a system of technical 
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education throughout the length and 
breadth of the country. Having regard 
to the manifest indications of a univer- 
sally dominating interest in this matter, 
and to the willingness of all parties in 
the State to co-operate in the solution 
of it, cannot the Government give us 
this year—they have an unexampled 
opportunity—a chance of making a really 
large step forward ! 


There are two 
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measures to which 
I desire particularly to refer. The first 
is what may be done by legislation, 
and the other is what may be done by 
administration. As regards legislation, 
1 think it is universally acknowledged 
that the time has come when we may 
really take a practical step towards the 
attainment of what has long been an 
educational ideal—namely, the co-ordina- 
tion of our various systems of primary, 
secondary and more developed education 
into something like a harmonious and 
logical system. Speaker after speaker 
has pointed out to-night that a clever 
child, the child with brains, who has 
passed through a primary school, finds 
himself in the next stage very much 
handicapped by want of adequate pro- 
vision for his more developed education, 
and very often cut short at a time 
when, if he had proper facilities and 
opportunities, he might be able to 
develop his education to a degree which 
would make him a really efficient worker 
in the development of the industries and 
science of the country. 

That is a matter of course as to which 
we must suspend our judgment until 
we see the scheme of the Government. 
but I want to lay even still greater 
stress on the necessity and urgency of a 
reform which does not depend upon 
legislation at all, but which could be 
carried out to-morrow by a stroke 
the Vice-President’s pen. There are 
a number of children who have reached 
the age of twelve or thirteen, and who 
from the necessities of the case—the 
circumstances of their parents and 
forth—can probably never hope to 
mount up the higher rungs of the 
educational ladder, or obtain the advan- 


tages which a secondary and more 
developed system of education would 


provide. It the law is to be interpreted 
in the sense in which it has been in- 
terpreted by the Courts, these children 
MM. Asquith. 
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will be left absolutely stranded during 
two of the most important and critical 
years of their lives. Having passed 
the sixth or even the seventh standard, 
and being still at a school age, and in 
the elementary schools, they will be left 
absolutely stranded and compelled to 
go without any further education. 
Well, I say to the Vice-President and 
to His Majesty’s Government, if they 
will modify and ~ the Code issued 
from Whitehall so as to continue the 
facilities which are now provided in the 


higher branches of elementary schools, 
but of which they are threatened to be 


deprived, they will provide for this class 
of children, who really may not have 
another chance in their lives, the only 
possible means of developing their minds 
and faculties and making them capable 
and efficient citizens. That is absolutely 


within the power of the right hon, 
Gentleman to-morrow, if he wishes to 
exercise his statutory rights to bring 
it into effect. I earnestly hope and 
believe that the debate to-night will 
supply an impulse and incentive to 


the Government to carry out these two 
steps, and I hope that such a favourable 
opportunity will not be lost. 

Masgor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) 
said he did not pretend to be an expert 
in educational matters. In the agricul- 
tural districts education was sometimes 
regarded as a great advantage and 
other times as an unmitigated nuisance, 
but he did not propose to express his 
own views on the subject. He only 
wished to say that he desired to support 
the view put forward by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Accrington with reference to 
the security of the tenure of teachers in 
elementary schools. The teachers were 
subject to irresponsible Boards, and it 
they went to church or to chapel, 
if they played the organ or refused to 
play the organ, or accepted the eastern 
position, they were liable to dismissal 
and had no appeal. All they asked 
was that there should be an appeal to 


the county councils or to the Vice- 
President himself. For the last year 
and a half he and other hon. Members 


had been pressing the matter on the 
Vice-President of the Council without 
the slightest effect ; they only received the 
usual official answer that the matter 
was being considered. When the right 
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hon. Gentleman was asked a_ supple- 
mentary question, he only said his answer 


was veracious. It was, 


commonly unsatisfactory. The right hon. 
Gentleman said just now that the ques- 
tion was under consideration, but if the 
Duke of Devonshire could not make up his 
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mind in a year and a half with reference 
to such a simple question—well, he did 
not deserve to be where he was. 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 130 ; 
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the Question be now put.” 


It being after midnight, and objection 


being taken to further proceeding, the 
Chairman proceeded to interrupt the 


business. 


Whereupon Mr. 


A. J. BALFOUR rose in 


Question 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
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Abraham, William (Cork, N.E 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP(Glouc. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Asquith, RtHn. HerbertHenry 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown,George M.(Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Donelan, ( ‘aptain A. 
Doogan, P. C, 

Dough: us, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dufly, William J. 

Dunean, James H. 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidsto'e 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo. ) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 


Original Question put accordingly. 


The CHAIRMAN named the 
Walrond 
Yoxall and Mr. 


— 


Noes. 


Ayes, Sir 
Anstruther ; 
Broadhurst. 
Mr. BOYLE 
Member of the House. 
of order—— 
*THE CHAIRMAN : 
House must clear for 
must ask hon. 
the division lobbies. 


Mr. 


[A minute later. | 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : 


to the division lobbies. 


Mr. M‘HUGH 


will not divide. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry. N.): May I be 





Jones, 


| Lough, Thomas 
| Maenamara, Dr. 


| M‘Hugh, 


(Donegal) ; 
lL rise 


Order. order! 
the 
Members to proceed to 


I must ask hon. 
Members to be kind enough to proceed 


(Leitrim, 


{COMMONS} 


NOES. 


Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 

Hardie,J. Keir(Merthy rTydv il | 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 

Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 

Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 

L ayland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington | 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 


Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Thomas J. 
M‘Crae, George 

M ‘Govern, T. 

Patrick A. 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, William 

Mooney, John J. 

Morley, c harles (Breconshire) 
Morton,Edw..J.C.(Devonport) 
Murphy, J, 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 


| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Brien, Kendal(Tipper'ry Mid 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


Tellers :-— 


closured 
and Mr. 


As a new 
to a point 





Service Estimates. 


| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


| Soames, 


O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
”’ Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. . 

Anema geo Cuwaid’ 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph: 
Price, Robert John 

teddy, M. 

tickett, J. Compton 

Roche, John 

toe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfarsh.) 
Arthur Wellesley 


Soares, Ernest J 


| Spencer, Rt. Hn.C R(Northants 


Sullivan, Donal 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David. Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman- a 
Thomson, F. W.(York, W. 
Tomkinson, James 
Sata Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke | (York, E. R.) 
White, ee (Meath, North 
Whitely, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York,W. R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. Causton. 


duty to protest against the manner in 
which all the 


Irish Votes have been 
without a single Irish voice 


having been heard. 
*THe CHAIRMAN : 
Is not possible to go back on the decision 
of the House. 
decided that the question should be put, 


Order, order! It 


The House has already 


and it is my duty to put it. 


The 


division. ] 


*THE 


Mr. 


AN Hon. MEMBER : 
not to divide. 


CHAIRMAN : 
to carry on this discussion. 


FLAVIN : 


And it is our duty 


It is impossible 


The Irish Members 


have got no chance of speaking. 


N.): We 


*THoe CHAIRMAN : 


Order, order! It 


the hon. Members decline to proceed to 


the division lobbies, 
permitted to point out that we feel it our circumstances to the Speaker. 


I must report the 
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men, but we are not going to divide. 


The CHAIRMAN thereupon directed the | 


doors to be unlocked in order to report 
the matter to the Speaker. 


Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair. 


*TuE CHAIRMAN: Mr. Speaker, 
I have to report to you, Sir, that 
during the course of the division 


on the question which I was ordered 
to put by the House as a result of 
the division upon the closure, a certain 
number of Members of the House 
declined to leave their seats and to pro- 
ceed into the division lobbies. I re- 
quested them more than once to proceed, 
but I gathered from the observations 
which fell from these hon. Members, or 
some of them, that they declined to pro- 
ceed. Thereupon I thought it was due 
to the House, in the position in which 
we found ourselves, that I should follow 
the precedent which had been set on a 
former occasion and ask you, Sir, to 
return to the Chair. It was impossible 
for me, Sir, to see all the hon. Members 
who declined to leave their seats, but I 
may say that among those whom I was 
able to observe were the Members for 
South-East Cork, North Kerry, South 
Tipperary, North Meath, North Leitrim, 
East Limerick, North-East Cork, West 
Cavan, East Tyrone, South Fermanagh, 
East Cork, and West Cork. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick City): 


the Member for Limerick City. 


And 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): And the Member for College 
Green. 


*Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL (Mayo, 8.) : 
And the Member for South Mayo. 


Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN  (Tip-!| 
perary, Mid): And the Member for | 
Mid Tipperary. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The order having 


been made for clearing the House, it is 
the duty of every Member, in accordance 
with that order, to clear the House for | 
the purpose of a division. I must re- 
mind hon. Members that they are 
breaking the rules of the House in not 
clearing the House for a division. I 
{ 
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Mr. M‘HUGH: Bring in your police- | 
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must ask them whether they still persist 
in refusing to leave the House? [Severa: 
Hon. Members : We will not.] I name 
you, Mr. Crean, Mr. Flavin, Mr. Cullinan, 
Mr. White, Mr. M‘Hugh, Mr. Lundon, 
Mr. William Abraham, Mr. M‘Govern, 
Mr. Doogan, Mr. Jordan, Captain Done- 
lan, Mr. Gilhooly for wilfully obstructing 
the business of the House and disre- 
garding the authority of the Chair. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I move that 
these Gentlemen be suspended from the 


Service Estimates. 


service of the House. 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
the said Members, Mr. Crean, Mr. Flavin, 
Mr. Cullinan, Mr. Patrick White, Mr. 
M‘Hugh, Mr. Lundon, Mr. William 
Abraham, Mr. M‘Govern, Mr. Doogan, 
Mr. Jordan, Captain Donelan, and Mr. 
Gilhooly be suspended from the service 
of the House."—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


The House proceeded to a division. 


Sir William Walrond and Mr. Anstru- 
ther were appointed Tellers for the Ayes, 
but no Member being willing to act as 
Teller for the Noes, Mr. SPEAKER de- 
clared that the Ayes had it. 


*Mr. SPEAKER then directed the said 
Members to withdraw. 


Mr. FLAVIN: You have named me, 
and I refuse to leave the House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Serjeant-at- 
Arms will see that the orders of the 
House are obeyed, and that adequate 
force is used if it becomes necessary 
to compel the hon. Member. I must 
call the names of the hon. Members in 
order, and I must ask the messengers to 
see that they are removed if they will 
|not withdraw. I call on Mr. Crean to 
leave the House. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork Co., S.E.) : 
spectfully decline, Mr. Speaker. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: I must ask the 


| Deputy-Serjeant to see that Mr. Crean 
| leaw es the House. 


Mr. CREAN: 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Then the hon. Mem- 
ber must be removed by force out of the 
House. 


I re- 


I will not leave. 
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Mr. CREAN was accordingly removed. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must ask Mr. 


M‘Hugh to leave the House. 
Mr. M'HUGH: I refuse to go. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: 


This scene is as dis- 


tressing to an Englishman as it can be to | 


any Irishman. 
Mr. MHUGH : Why are we gagged ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I appeal to the hon. 
Members to have some respect for the 
dignity of the House to which they 


belong. 


Mr. M'HUGH: We are absolutely 
detiant, and we will defy even the Chair 
and the Government.: 


Mr. FLAVIN: May I point out, Sir, 
that in your absence a Vote of seventeen 
millions of money was closured without 
a single Irish Member having taken part 


) 


in the discussion ? 
Mr. M‘HuGH was removed. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must ask Mr. 
Patrick White, who is one of the Members 
I have named, to leave the House, and I 
appeal to him to leave it peaceably, 


Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, N.): 
I shall not leave the House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Then the hon. Mem- 
ber must be removed. 


Mr. PATRICK WHITE was removed. 
*Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 


Before this unpleasantness proceeds any 
further Iam, speaking for myself, very 
anxious that some way out of the diffi- 
eulty should be found. I sympathise 
with the protest of my hon. friends, and 
if a way out is not found, then the same 
course as that which we have just wit- 
nessed will have to be gone through with 
every Member on these benches. I would 
appeal, if I may, through you, Sir, to the 
Leader of the House, and ask him if he 
would not let the matter now end. I 
think that by allowing the House 
to be now adjourned, we might meet in a 
better temper all round to-morrow. If 
that suggestion cannot be adopted, then 
I see no other alternative to every Member | 
on these benches being forcibly removed. | 


{COMMONS} 
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I hope you will see your way to offer some 
suggestion, Sir. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The only suggstion 
that [ can possibly make is that hon, 
Members, whether they agree with the 
course that has been taken in the House 
or not, should respect the order of the 
House first. An order having been made 
and a division ealled, and the hon. Mer. 
bers having been named for refusing to 
proceed to the lobby, they should retire 
from the House decently. A protest may 
be made on a proper occasion, but their 
duty now is to retire peaceably. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.), Mr. Doo. 
GAN (Tyrone, E.), Captain Donetay 
(Cork Co., E.), Mr. Witi1am ABRAHAM 
(Cork Co., N.E.), Mr. GiLHooLy (Cork 
Co., W.), Mr. Lunpon (Limerick, E.), 
Mr. McGovern (Cavan, W.), Mr. Jorpay 
(Fermanagh, 5.), and Mr. FLAvin, having 
refused to obey the order of the Speaker 
to leave the House, were removed. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: ‘The House will 
now resume its proceedings in Committee, 
and [ hope that, if it is found necessary 
to take a division, and hon. Members 
are asked to leave the House, they will 
do so in accordance with the order of the 
Chair. 


The House again resolved itself into 
Comumittee : 


(In the Committee.) 
(Mr. W. J. Lowruer in the Chair. 


Original Question put,  “ That 
£17,304,000 be granted on account for 
the said Services.” 

The Committee proceeded to a division. 

Sir William Walrond and Mr. Anstru- 
ther were appointed Tellers for the Ayes, 
but no Member being willing to act as 
Teller for the Noes, the CHAIRMAN de- 
clared that the Ayes had it. 


It being after midnight, the Chairman 
left the chair to make his report to the 
House. 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow. 
Committee to sit again to-morrow. 


House adjourned at Ten minutes 
after One of the clock. 


Member 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 6th March, 1901. 


Another Member took and subseribed 
the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





MORTON CARR DRAINAGE BILL. 

“For amending certain provisions in 
force with respect to the Morton Carr 
Drainage, in the county of Lincoln ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
to be read a second time. 


ALDERSHOT GAS AND WATER BILL 
CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL. 
CRAWLEY GAS BILL. 
JAMES’ GATE BREWERY 

TRAMWAYS BILL. 
GATESHEAD AND DISTRICT 
WAYS BILL. 
GRAVESEND GAS BILL. 
GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY 
HORLEY DISTRICT GAS BIL. 
LEATHERHEAD GAS BILL. 
LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY BILL. 


SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS 
WELLS WATER BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


TRAM- 


BILI 
> aha 


BILI 
> ala 


PETITIONS. 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 

GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA 

TION SCHOOLS). 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Bromley ; Reading ; Sunderland ; Graves- 
end; Hebden Bridge; Halifax ; Ply- 
mouth ; Burslem ; Holyhead ; Normanby ; 


and Ashton-under-Lyne ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 
TION ACT, 1896. 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Levenshulme ; Hammersmith ; Coventry ; 
and Barton Regis ; to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING 


LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Manchester ; | 
Doncaster; York; West Ham; Tem- 


VOL. XC, 


[FourtH SERtEs. | 
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perance Union of the Society of Friends : 


Members. 


Glasgow (two); Greenock: Millom; and 


Driffield ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Greenock ; 

Ayr; and Fraserburgh ; to lie upon the 

Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
QUEEN ANNE'S BOUNTY. 

Copy presented, of Annual Report and 
Accounts of the Governors for the year 
1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS (EXCESSES), 1899-1900. 
Copy presented, of Statement of the Sum 

required to be voted in order to make 

good Excesses on certain Grants for the 
year ended on the 31st March, 1900 [by 

Command]; Referred to the Committee 





of Supply, and to be printed. [No. 77.] 
SUSPENSION OF MEMBERS 
(STH MARCH), 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
| desire, Mr. Speaker, to bring under 
the notice of the House a question ol 
privilege arising out of the paintul scene 
which took place here last night. It 
will, Mr. Speaker, be within the recol 
lection of the House and yoursell that 
a number of hon. Members of this House 
were reported to you by name by the 
Chairman of Committees as having dis- 
regarded the authority of the Chair by 
refusing to take part in a division. In 
this report to vou by the Chairman ot 
Committees certain hon. Members were 
named and were subsequently suspended 
from the service of the House, and they 
were removed by force. The question 
of privilege which I desire to raise is that 
several of those hon. Members were re- 
ported to you. Mr. Speaker, by the Chair- 
man of Committees as having disregarded 
the authority of the Chair, without 
proper steps having been taken to iden- 
tify them, and in the removal of those 
hon. Members violence was used of a 
character--—— 

*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! It is 
‘not a question of privilege which the hon. 


' 2B 
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Susy ysion of 


Member is raising: it is purely a ques- 
tion of order. If the hon. Member has 
any definite point of order to raise, or has 
any question to put as to something 


that was out of order, | will answer him. | 


This is not a question ot privilege upon 
which he can base a motion nor upon 
which he can make a speech. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: IT am very 
sorry that, unfortunately, | was not in 
mV place last night when the scene took 
place, but I have noticed by the report 
in the papers ot what took place that you, 
Mr. Speaker, stated—if you are correctly 
reported—that a protest against what 
had taken place could subsequently be 
made. What I desire to bring under 
the attention of the House is that.as a 
matter of order as well as a matter of 
privilege, although | would claim it as a 
matter of privilege | Ministerial cries 
of * Order, order ! "| The question I rose 


to ask is in regard to the names reported | 


to vou of certain Members who were re- 
ported to you without proper steps having 
heen taken to identify hon. Members. 


As a matter of fact, | have satisfied myself | 
that some of the hon. Members who have | 
been suspended had actually gone into | 
the division lobby to take part in the} 


division before the arose in the 
House. This is a matter of such grave 
importance affeeting the right and privi- 
leges of the Members who have been 
suspended that IL think an opportunity 
ought to be given to me of raising the 
question now. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is clearly not a 


scene 


matter of privilege as it stands at present. | 


but a question of order. If there is any 


instance of the kind mentioned by the | 


hon. Member in which any hon. Member 
has been reported to me wrongly, and 
it there has been a 
proper course would be for the hon. 
Member to communicate with me —and 
1 regret he did not take that course last 
night—and inform me that, in point of 
faet, he did not refuse to leave the House 
and take part in the division. [| am 
quite certain that the House will not 


desire to proceed with this matter at the | 


present moment until the hon. Members 
alluded to have communicated with me. 
I am quite sure that the House will at 
once remedy the mistake if it 
occurred. 

Mr. Speaker. 


{COMMONS} 


mistake, then the | 


has | 
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| Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): With all 
due respect to you, Mr. Speaker, I beg 
| to submit that this is really of very vital 
| importance. I will put this question. 
Ll am speaking of two concrete instances 
of two colleagues who are known to 
/myself. Ifan hon. Member of this House 
is removed by violence from this House-- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There is no question 
of privilege at present before the House. 
The hon. Member is now proceeding to 
comment again upon the proceedings in 
the House, and he fs out of order. 


Mr. DILLON : Surely I am entitled, 
as any hon. Member of this House is en- 
titled, to submit to you a question on a 
point of order, which is a question of 
privilege. If you rule that it is not in 
order, | shall accept your ruling without 
| question, but I think I am entitled to 
| submit my case. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: | have already said 
that it is not a question of privilege. Ii, 
after | have given a ruling on the point, 
I allow this question to be raised agin by 
the hon. Member, I do not know where 
it will end. 


Mr. DILLON : | may be stupid in this 
matter, but it does seem to me that the 
question which I wish to raise has not 
been accurately raised by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Waterford, who spoke before me: 
and | think the House of 
might, in a case of this kind, listen to ne 
for a few minutes. The particular case 
I want to raise is not the ease of the hon. 
Members who retused to leave the House 
last night, but the case of two hon. 
| Members who stopped me when I was 


Commons 


coming into the House and asked me 
to bring their case under the notice ot 
the Chair. They inform me that they 
went into the lobby, and were atter- 
iwards foreibly removed with violence 
| by the police. I am not in the least de- 
isirous of questioning your ruling, Mr. 
Speaker, but I think that L am entitled 
/to a elear ruling upon this point. My 
| point is this: if an hon. Member of this 
| House who has not in any way infringed 
the rules of order, by error on the part 
of the Clerk of the House who has wrong- 
fully reported his name to you and to 
ithe Chairman, is removed by violence 
iby the officials of the House and de 
i barred from taking part in the debate, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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is that not a question of privilege which 
may be raised by a colleague when the 
hon. Member alluded to is debarred from 
attending here to state his own case 


before the House ? 








*\Ir. SPEAKER: | do not know what 
are the faets which the hon. Member 
states. Does the hon. Member say that 
two of those hon. Members who sit on 
those benches, whom L requested to 
leave and who refused to leave, were re- 
moved by violence? Is he speaking of 


their case ? 


Mr. DILLON : No, Mr. Speaker. My 
complaint is that two hon. Members 
stopped me when I was coming into the 
House to-day, and stated that yesterday 
when the division was called on they 
went into the lobby to vote, but when 
the doors were unlocked and the names 
reported one of the Clerks of the House 
took their names down as having dis- 
eyed the ruling of the Chair, and = re- 
ported them to the Chairman. I there 
jore put it to you, Sir, whether that is 
not a question of privilege, and whether 
lam not entitled to raise the case of 
these two hon. Members, who are now 
wrongtully debarred from coming into 
the House, as a question of privilege ! 
*Mr. SPEAKER : No: for this reason : 
the Chairman of Committees reported 
to me that those hon. Gentlemen were 
present, and refused to go into the lobby, 
and the House has ordered their 
pension. They prevented trom 
coming here. = Tf they will communi 
cate with me and state to me what 
the facts are, then the matter may be 
brought before the House. At the 
present moment it does not seem to me 
that it is in a position to inquire into 
this matter unless the hon. Members 
themselves make these allegations. 


Mr. DILLON : With all due respect, 
Mr. Speaker, the two hon. Members | 
illude to have commissioned me to make 
this application on their behalf, for they 
stopped me at the outer door as | was 
coming down to the House. [have 
ilways understood that a question of 
privilege must be raised immediately. 
What are these two hon. Members to do ! 
May | communicate with them again, 
ind, if they authorise me with a written 
communication to raise this question, 


sus 


are 
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shall | J allowed to deal with it as a 
question of privilege? I understand 
that it you do not raise a question ot 
privilege immediately, you are then de- 
barred trem raising your point. This is 
one of the most serlous questions of 
privilege. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Ii the hon. Member- 
referred to will communicate to me their 
precise statements upon the matter, then 
the House will deal with it. 


AN Hox. MEMBER: 
comuninicate / 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Under the 

circtustances of vour ruling, Mr. Speaker. 
which } do not desire to question, I will 
ask the permission of the House to movi 
the adjournment of the House * to eal! 
attention to «a matter of definite and 
urgent public importance—namely, the 
action of the Chairman of Committees 
in reporting to veu certain Members oi 
this House as refusing to take part in « 
division and disregarding the ruling ot 
the Chair. without proper steps having 
been taken to identify them, and the 
application ot violence to certain Mem 
bers ot this House.” 
*Mr. SPEAKER: That 
cannot be moved now. because it has been 
held over and over again that any ques- 
tion affecting the ruling of the Chair. 
or calling mto question the action otf 
the Chair, must be raised upon a sub- 
stantive motion of which notice has been 
given, and it cannot be done upon a 
motion tor the adjournment of the 
House. 


Mr. FOUN REDMOND: That means 
precluding any possibility of raising this 
question at all this session, unless the 
(fovernment see their way to give us an 
opportunity. { will ask the First Lord 
of the ‘Treasury, in view of the grave 
importance of the question which affects 
the rights of Members who allege that 
they were wrongfully treated in’ the 
matter. whether he will give the House 
a opportunity to discuss it. 


Tue FIRNE LORD or tHr TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A... Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): The ruling. Mr. Speaker. which you 
have just given practically amounts to 
this: that the House will have an oppor- 
tunity of discussing this question as a 


B2 


How can thes 


resolution 


») 
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matter of privilege as soon as the hon. 
Members who think themselves 
grieved have communicated with your- 
self in a proper manner, and the facts are 
laid before the House: then the House 
may discuss it. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : That is so. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If that be. as 
is intimated to me from the Chair, an 
accurate statement of Mr. Speaker's 
ruling, it is clear that the opportu- 
nity which the hon. Gentleman desires 
will be given without the intervention 
of the Government as soon as the facts 
are laid before Mr. Speaker. and it will 
then be apen to discussion. 


Mr. DILLON: It is exceedingly im- 
portant that we should know where we 
are. Your ruling. as [| understand it, 
is that when you have received a com- 
munication trom the two hon. Members 
to whom [ have referred it will be com- 
petent for us to discuss a question ot 
privilege : but will that only be a question 
ot privilege as applied to those two hon. 
Menibers ! 


ag- 
ag 


*Mr. SPEANEDR asserted. 


Mr. DILLON: To understand that to 
he your ruling. | should like to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he con- 
siders that a full discussion of the whole 
incident 2) Anybody who had any 
experience in this Tlouse of debates on 
questions of privilege knows that the 
rules of order are very tightly drawn, 
and we shall be absolutely confined to 
the discussion of the grievances of those 
two hon. Members. in regard to whom 
the question of privilege is raised, and we 
shall not be in a position to discuss the 


has 


whole incident. 


Mr. A. J. BALPOUR: TP understand 
from the question of the hon. Gentlemen 
the Member tor Waterford that what he 
desires is an opportunity of discussing 


‘COMMONS! 
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suspended. [ am considering that, and 
| uso what means may be taken to prevent 
lits recurrence. I think it is possible— 
i but I make no statement at present— 
that I shall be able to make a statement 
within a few hours regarding an Oppor- 
tunity being given to discuss both ques. 
tions. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Perhaps | 
ought to read again the terms of my 
motion, for the right hon. Gentleman 
is under a misapprehension. The motion 
I asked leave to make had reference to 
the action of the Chairman of Committecs 
in reporting to vou, Sir. certain Members 
of this House as refusing to take part in 


a division without taking proper steps to: 


identity them. and = the application ot 
violence to certain Members of this 
House. | hope that if we do get an 
opportunity of considering the possibility 
of preventing the recurrence of these 
scenes in the future.the rght hon. Gentle 
man will take into account in that con 
nection the inadvisability of attempting 
to closure after one nivht’s debate a Vote 
of £17.000.000. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Clerk will now 
proceed to read the Orders of the Day. 


Mr. POWER (Watertord, E.): On the 


point ot order. Sir 
*Mr. SPEAKER : 


Mr. POWER : 
Mr. Speaker. 


It is too late. 


It is ona point of order. 


*NMr. SPEAK ER A | have already called 
on the Clerk to read the Orders of the 
Day. 

AN Hon. Mewper : 
what vou did call. 


We did not hear 


POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOT: 
LAND) BILL. 


[SECOND READING. } 


Order tor Seeond Reading read. 


the case of these two hon. Members who | 


regard themselves as being agerieved. 
That opportunity will be granted as a 
matter of privilege as soon as the hon. 
Members have communicated with Mr. 
Speaker. Now the hon. Gentleman 
desires that an opportunity should be 
viven for discussing what has oceurred 
to the other hon. Members who _ were 


Mr. .4. J. balfour. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs) 
The Bill which T have the honour te 
‘introduce is intended to remedy what 
‘has been felt ever since the — passing 
lof the Police Act of 1890 to have heen an 
‘injustice and an anomaly so far as the 
police foree of Scotland is con erned. 
In that year the then Lord Advocate 
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105 = Police Superannuation 
brought in a measure for the super- 
annuation of constables in Seotland, and 
in introducing it he laid great stress 
upon the arduous nature of their duties, 
and upon the importance of attracting 
to the force a good class of men, and 
pointed out that the prospect of a suitable 
retiring allowance, depending as it did 
upon good conduct and on a good record, 
would undoubtedly have the desired 
effect. So far so good, but unfortunately 
this Act, though a step in the right 
direction, placed the Scottish police in a 
position of considerable inequality as com- 


pared with their English brethren. ‘The 
English Bill) passed with very little 
alteration, whereas the Scottish Bill 


was very much changed, to the serious 
disadvantage of the Scottish police. 

And now I must ask the patience of the 
House while I endeavour to explain the 
difference between the two Police Acts. 
The English Act gives very large dis- 
cretionary power to the local vuthorities 
in determining the qualifying periods of 
service and the rates of pension. It 
gives the option of adopting any scale of 
pension between the maximum and the 
minimum seales fixed by the Act, and it 
gives the option of adopting an age 
qualification for a pension. The result is 
that the police authorities in connection 
with the larger forces, where many years 
experience had been acquired in’ the 
working of superannuation funds, have 
adopted the maximum: scale of pensions 
without an age limit, and the authorities 
which had adopted an age linit and a 
medium scale of pensions gradually 
abandoned that that at 
present the maximum scale of pensions 
in the English Act, without an age limit, 
isthe rule generally throughout England. 
What is now proposed for Scotland by 
this Bill is that the conditions of service 
and rate of pension should be the same 
as in England. The English Act gives 
power to a police authority to fix an age 
limit and also any seale of pensions be- 
tween the following minimum and maxi- 
mum dimits. If a constable has eom- 
pleted fifteen, but less than twenty-one, 
years approved service he gets, in case of 
infirmity of mind or body, an annual sum 
of not less than one-sixtieth nor more 


position, sO 


than one-fiftieth of his annual pay for 
every coinpleted year of approved service ; 
trom 


twenty-one to twenty-five years 
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service, a pension of not less than twenty- 
sixtieths nor more than twenty-fiftieths 
of his annual pay, with an addition of 
not less than two-sixtieths nor more than 
two-fiftieths for each completed year of 
service, above twenty, always. of course. 
upon a medical certificate of infirmity : 
above twenty-five years an annual sum 
of not less than thirty-sixtieths nor more 
than thirty-one-fiftieths of his annual 
pay, with an addition of not less than 
one-sixtieth nor more than three-fiftieths 
for every year above twenty-five years 
service, so that the pension shall not 
exceed two-thirds of his annual pay. 
But in the Scottish Bill these diseretion- 
ary powers were deleted, and the period 
of service when a constable could retire 
on pension on a medical certificate was 
fixed at twenty years. and the fixed seale 
of pensions was reduced below the mini- 
mum inthe English Act. and an age and 
length of service limit fixed, which make 
the prospect of a pension so remote as 
materially to lessen its value, seeing that 
only a small proportion of the men are 
likely to earn the maximum pension. 
Previously to the passing of the Aet the 
police authorities, in many cases, granted 
better er gratia allowances to men who 
were forced to retire through infirmity 
than the pensions under the Act. In 
England a constable is entitled, under a 
medical certificate, if incapacitated for 
the performance of his duty by infirmity 
of mind or body, to a pension atter fifteen 
In Scotland no pension 
be granted under twenty years 
service. In England, after twenty-five 
years service, a constable may, without 
a medical certificate, retire and claim his 
pension; but in Scotland he can only 
do so on condition that he is fifty-five 
years of age, or sixty vears if above the 
rank of a sergeant. The English con- 
stable, on completing twenty-six years 
service, may receive two-thirds of his 
annual pay, while the Scottish constable. 
atter recelves 
twenty-six-sixtieths, or considerably less 
than half pay. For instance, an English 
constable whose weekly pay is. 27s. 
would receive, after twenty-six years 
service, 18s. per week, while a Scottish 
constable with the same service would 
receive only 11s. 8d. per week, making 
a difference of 6s. 4d., and he would only 


Vvears service. 
can 


the same service, only 
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receive that if incapacitated for duty. or if 
he had attained fifty-five vears ot age. The 
English constable has thus the advantage 
not only of receiving a higher rate of 
pension, but of having a shorter period 
to contribute to the fund. notwithstand- 
ing the fact that the rateable deduction 
from the pay of both for the pension 
scheme is the same—namely, 25 per cent. 
perannum. Nor does the difference enc 


here. The Scottish constable is tied 
down by the age limit. He must com- 


mence the service before he is twenty-five 
vears of age, and cannot) retire under 
tiftv-five years ot age. and co sequently 
he must serve thirty vears fetere he is 
entitled to even a limited proportion of 
his pension. Compare this with the 
English constables twenty-six years of 
service, which enables hin ¢ 
pension five vears before thy 
constable can claim one. T! 
constable can only earn the maximum 
pension of two-thirds of his s:anual pay 
on completing thirty-tour years service. 
Such, briefly stated. are ser of the 
inequalities and anomades to which the 
police force of Scotland is subjected as 
compared with England. and Bill 
now before the House would put an end 


tain a 
Scottish 
Seottish 


to this state of matters. and is easure 
of justice to which they are fully entitled. 
As a mere question of policy, and apart 
altogether from the merits of ¢ case. it 
would be wise on the part of the Grovern- 


ment to take up the question and to give 
facilities for the passing of the Bill. The 


duties of the police in Seotlind are as 


onerous and exacting as are those of 
England, and the difference or treatment 


d will 


in respect ot pensions ix tending, a2 


tend more and more. to weeken the 
efficiency of the Scottish polices by in- 
ducing the most energetic and promising 
men to seek the better treatment and paar 
existing in England. and als: pre- 
venting the retiral of officers who have 
tet with injury. or who have reached an 


age when they are unable sati-tactorily 
to perform the arduous dutics j 
upon them. 

Now, I am at a Joss to understand why 
such an assimilation of the law ot Seot- 
land to England should not take place, 
and why the Scottish police should not be 
placed upon the same level. No turther 
contribution is asked from the Imperial 
funds (1 am sure the Chancellor of 


Mr. John Wilson. 


Tip sed 


MONS! 


(Scotland) Hill. 


708 


the Exchequer would smile at that), nor 
is it at all likely, judging from the past 
experience ot all the most important 
centres of police authority in Scotland, 
that anything will be required from the 
local rates. I say that it is not at all 
likely, as the House will see from the 
published and official statements of the 
amount of accumulated funds arising 
from the Exchequer grant, and from 


the deductions from the pay of the con- 
stables and other sources. From the 
published — official statement of the 


Corporation of Glasgow Police Depart- 
ment, emploving one-fourth of the whole 
police of Seotland, I find that no less » 
sum than £11,057 6s. has been added to 
the fund in the one year ending 15th 
March. 1900, and to show that this is no 
solitary vear. there has been since the 
passing of the Act in 1890 an accumula- 
tion of no less than £117.993 17s. 3d. 
Edinburgh has an accumulated fund of 
£45,305 : Dundee, of £13,973 ; Aberdeen. 
of £12,207; Ayr, of £2,394 4s. 3d; 
Hawick, of £1,370 ; Hamilton, of £1,879: 
Stirlingshire. ot £7,040; Ayrshire, ot 
£13.841 ; Aberdeenshire, of £7,847. 1] 
need not go through every police fund 
in Scotland. but I make the statement 
that not a single police authority in Scot 
land has ever had to put its hand in its 
pocket in connection with the fund, nor 
is it likely that. it the Bill pisses, they will 
require to do so. It is, of course, In- 
possible to calculate exactly what may 
be the additional burden thrown upon 
the fund if the terms of the English 
Act are given to Scotland. as it has to 
be borne in mind that the Bill is so per- 
missive that the police authority may 
give anything above the minimum ; but 
ussuming that they give an average 
between the riaximum and minimum, 
I do not anticipate that it would involv 
a very large additional sum, probably 
not more than 25 per cent. For instance, 
the amount of pension paid by Glasgow 
for the year ending 15th March, 1900, 
was £5,474 Los. 5d., and, if this Bill pass, 
probably the additional cost might be 
estimated at £1400 to £1,500 pel 
annum, still leaving a very large surplus 
of not less than £4,000) per annum. 
It has now been seen that nothing 1s 
asked from the Imperial Exchequer, nor 
yet is it likely that anything will be re 


quired from the loeal rates. This is, 
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perhaps, the most important point, but 


in addition the terms of the Bill are! 


heartily approved of by almost all the 
hest authorities on the subject. His 
Majesty's Inspector of Constabulary for 
scotland has for many years past urged 
the desirability of the amendment pro- 
posed. The Convention of Royal Burghs 
of Scotland, consisting of ninety-four 
burghs, having 187 representatives, al- 
most entirely provosts and other mem- 
hers of their respective town councils, 
and having lengthened municipal ex- 
perience in the administration of the 
nolice force, are in favour of the amend- 
nents proposed by the Bill. Last, but 
not least, three-fourths of the Scottish 
Members of Parliament support the 
principles of the Bill, and no doubt many 
of them will take an opportunity to-day 
of saving so. 

In conclusion T would ask the kindly 
co-operation of the English and = Irish 
representatives, seeing that the Bill im- 
poses no new burden upon the taxpayers. 
and only seeks to have the law established 
in England assimilated to that of Seot- 
land. For these reasons I beg to move 
the Second Reading of this Bill. 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) : I 
only rise formally to second the motion 
of my hon. friend. It seems to me that 
the case has been put forward so fully 
that really there is nothing more to be 
suid. The case for the Bill is that we only 
ask for Scotland what the English have 
in their own local authorities, and which. 
so fur as [ know, has worked very well up 
to the present time. I do not think that 
in this country there has been a single 
complaint by any of the local authorities. 
[ would further point out that in this 
matter Seoteh opinion is almost unani- 
mous. so far as this Bill is concerned. | 
think we are entitled to a dash of Home 
Rule in proposing this measure this 
afternoon. | think that three-fourths 
of the Seotch Members at least on both 
sides of the House are pledged to vote for 
it. and I appeal to Irish Members that 
that is a strong reason why they should 
give us their support on the present occa- 


sion. I notice onthe Paper a motion by 


the hon. Member for Mid Lanark to the | 


effect that this Bill be read a second time 
this day six months. Tam nearly always 
g'ad to follow the leadership of the hon. 
Member for Mid Lanark, but | am sorry 
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that I cannot do so on this oceasion. | 
cannot conceive, myself, why any Scottish 
Liberal or Member should oppose this 
Bill. In Scotland we believe in decentral- 
isation, and in giving local bodies charge 
of their own affairs, and surely we ought 
to be in favour upon a question of this 
kind of sately trusting to their good 
judgment and their good sense. It 
seems to me that the mere tact that we 
are proposing to give them this power 
does not necessarily mean that they are 
going to exercise it. They can deal with 
the question as they think best, and the 
ratepayers will be the masters of the 
situation, for they can elect men who will 
carry this question out in accordance with 
the wishes of the ratepayers. It seems to 
me that we are advised to take a very safe 
step this afternoon, for we are asked to 
endorse a certain permissive principle 
which they will have power to exercise it 
they wish it. Many of the local authori 
ties even in England have not exercised 
this power. We say that the Scottish 
policeman ix as good us the English 
policeman, and he ought to have the 
same benefits given to him if the local 
authorities them. 
I have much pleasure in seconding this 


consider he deserves 


prope sal. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now 
time.” 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire. Mid) : 
It is perfectly true, as has been stated by 
the mover and seconder of this motion. 
that over three-fourths of the Seoteh 
Members are pledged in favour of this 
Bill ; but that fact makes it all the more 
that this House should be 
made aware of the merits of the Bill 
which the Scotch Members have so sus- 
piciously pledged themselves to support. 
The police are an organised body in Scot- 
land. and at the last election they took the 
precaution of using their influence by 
putting certain questions to the different 
candidates, pointing out thatit was simply 
a matter of putting them on an equality 
with England, and they got promises of 
support from Scotch Members who did 
not then sufficiently understand the 
merits of this ease. | am perfectly willing 
that the hon. Members from Scotland 
who are pledged in favour of this Bill 
should get whatever benefit they may de- 


read a second 


necessa ry. 
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that they should at least give an oppor- 
tunity for the case against the Bill to be 
presented to the House. What I object 
to is that, at an election, people with 
private and personal interests of their own 
should take advantage of that oppor- 
tunity to force certain subjects upon 
their Members and exact pledges from 
them. I have always taken up the 
position that I will never give any pledge 
upon a matter which personally concerns 
any of the voters. I consider that it is 
downright bribery to say that you will 
vote for a Bill by which certain people 
will get certain pecuniary advantages. 
The hon. Member who moved this Bill 
said that Glasgow contained one-fourth 
of the whole police of Seotland. I may 
point out that the Corporation of the 
City of Glasgow are unanimously opposed 


to this Bill. 
Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs): 


Question ! 


Mr. CALDWELL: You may question 
it, but it is a fact. This Bill is supported 
mainly by ofticers who are at the age of 
retirement, and they are more inte- 
rested in the retiring allowance than the 
rank and file. who are more interested in 
the matter of pay than in pensions. It 
is obvious that in considering pensions 
you must also consider the question of 
pay. An increase of pay is better for the 
rank and file of the constabulary, because 
it is an immediate advantage, while the 
pension is deferred, and might never be 
reached ; and even if it were reached it 
would always be improved by an increase 
in the pay. With regard to the question 
ot the efficiency of the police. | maintain 
that it will be best promoted by having 
a moderate pension scheme, such as will 
enable the local authorities to give the 
largest possible pay, and in that respect 
there is no room whatever for complaint 
with regard to the local authorities in 
Scotland. The rate of pay varies in 
different localities. and if the loeal 
authorities think it is too little they ean 
make it up in regard to the pay in such a 
way that the remuneration of the police 
would not be affected one iota in Scotland 
any more than in England. I intend to 
show that it is absolutely necessary that 
the pension fund for Scotland should not 
be interfered with. and that this matter 
Mr. Caldwell, 


{COMMONS} 


rive from their support of it, but I think | 
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of pay is one which is always open fora 
local authority to undermine. 

We are told that the sole reason for this 
Bill is that England has got certain 
things, and that Scotland also should 
have them. That seems to represent the 
whole argument in favour of the Bill, 
and seareely any other argument has 
been introduced. It has not been main- 
tained that the system in England is 
superior to the system in Scotland. Now 
what is the difference between the two 
Acts of Parliament in the case of England 
and Scotland? In 1890 both these 
Acts passed through the House at the 
same time, based upon the same lines, 
except in regard to the variation of the 
power given to the local authority. The 
age at which a policeman may retire in 
Scotland is fifty-five. and he can retire 
with two-thirds of his salary after thirty- 
five years service. So far as that pension 
is concerned, it is better than is now given 
to civil servants as a rule. What is the 
difference in the case of England! In 
England the pension is rather less 
favourable than in Scotland. The hon. 
Member told us that there were a great 
many cases in England where they did 
not take advantage of the latitude given 
by the Act. According to the English 
scale they are required to serve up to the 
age of fifty-five before they can claim 
two-thirds of their pay. The only differ- 
ence in England is that a certain lati- 
tude is allowed to local authorities in the 
adoption of the maximum 
notice that there was no attempt made 
to defend this power of variation in 
the case of local authorities in England 
as regards the pension fund. What is 
the result in England? In Manchester 
and some other places a man can retire 
after twenty-six years service. 

We talk about removing grievances. 
Are there not grievances in England 
at the present moment as regards the 
powers of the local authorities to create 
differences !—and vet the contention 
is that NSeotland should be put on 
an equal footing with England, although 
England is not on an equal footing 
itself, one part with another. That 
is a contention which is, of course, 
overlooked altogether. England has got 
the power—and this is the whole point 
of the Bill—to let its local authorities 
give whatever sum they think proper 


scale. | 
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within certain fixed lines. 
want to do now is to give Scotland 
the same power of varying the pension 
fund, to which every man has an equal 
and moral right. The public money 
belongs to one man as well as to another, 
and they all pay equally into the fund, 
and yet you want to give the local au- 
thorities power to vary the rights of men 
which are absolutely and morally equal. 
We know why it is that you want 
this power of variation. This Bill is 
an example of it. We know perfectly 
well that the influence of the police on 
Members of Parliament has been such 
that they have practically got a unan- 
imity in their favour which I venture 
to say would not be displayed towards 
any other proposal. What would be 
the result if this Bill were passed ? 
The police would begin to squeeze the 
local authorities, if they were allowed 
variation in this matter, on the subject 
of pensions, and the result would be 
that one local authority would give way 
and the others would follow like a flock 
of sheep through a hole in the hedge. 
The principle of the Scottish Act is that 
the pension fund is a fund to which 
each policeman pays equally. He has 
an equal right to the public money, 
and of course he is entitled to an equal 
share corresponding to his pay. Yet 
we are told that this Bill is to create 
equal rights in Scotland ; that is to say, 
rights to the local authorities 
to produce variations and grievances. 
If this Bill were passed, local authorities 
would begin to be squeezed in the same 
way that Members of Parliament have 
heen squeezed, and there would prob- 
ably be difficulty with the working classes, 
who have no pensions themselves and 
who would teel aggrieved if the loeal 
authorities granted pensions to the 
police. If there is any subject on which 
there is no room for local fighting at 
all, that subject is the subject of the 
police, and for this reason—that unless 
the police have got the goodwill of the 
public at their back their usefulness is 
gone. Once raise questions of conflict 
between the workers on one hand and 
the police on the other, and you destroy 
the usefulness of the police force. Why 
was a fixed scheme provided in the 
Scotch Act? For the very reason that 
there should be no variation between 
the different localities; and yet we are 


equal 
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power of variation, Scotland should 
necessarily follow her example. Have 
we anything else in Scotland that 


England has not got? 1 think we pay 
school teachers in Scotland better than 
teachers are paid in England. Un- 
doubtedly they are entitled to it, and no 
one proposes to bring down their salaries 
to the level of English salaries. The 
answer always given in connection 
with this Bill is that we are doing an 
injustice to the policemen of Scotland. 
Before the Act of 1890 they had no 
pension fund at all. In that year they 
got that Act without paying a penny 
into the pension fund, so that there is 
no room for the contention so far as 
the police are concerned that they have 
really any grievance. Reference has 
been made to the case of Birmingham, 
where the local authorities have adopted 
to the full extent the powers of the Act. 
I have got excerpts to show that in all 
cases where local authorities have gone 
to the full extent of the Act, the effect 
has been to create a deficit in the funds. 
A man retires on his pension whenever 
he is qualified, because if he continues 
to serve he may commit some fault and 
lose his pension, and the result is 
that in places not more than 
ten per cent. of the men remain in the 
service after twenty-six years service. 
Will anyone say that a man of forty- 
seven or forty-eight years of age. after 
twenty-six vears service, is a man who 
ought to be compulsorily pensioned at 
two-thirds of the highest pay he has 
So far as the Scoteh Act 
have always treated 
the police as a purely local matter, 
because we have divided our _ police 
fund into localities, and we look to the 
police as purely local. But there is 
regards pensions. It 


some 


ever earned / 
is coneerned, we 


no variation as 
you vive power to exercise an option, 
and if it is exercised, it is this House 
that will be and rate 
payers will look into the question as to 
whether they were protected by their 
representatives when the local authorities 
Of course 


responsible, 


were given such a power. 
it may not be compulsory, but that is 
the evil of it, because you will have in 
each district any amount of variation, 
and you will destroy the efficacy of your 
police foree. 
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| daresay the Lord Advoeute knows 
pertectly well the Act of 1890, and it is 
with reference to that that [ wish to 
point out some circumstance- to show 
why it was that this Act for Scotland 
was deliberately made different trom the 
English Act. The House of Commons 
had the English Act betore it, and vet 
they deliberately, and for reasons which 
I shall give, made the Scotch Act different. 
In Scotland, of course, no pension fund 
practically existed, and there was no 
power to get compulsory pensions before 
the Act of 1890. Various attempts were 
made by both Liberal and Conservative 
Governments to establish a pension tund 
which would fall upon the rate-. These 
Bills were opposed. and the result was 
that neither a Liberal nor a Conservative 
Government could create a pension fund 
which would fall upon the rates. In 
1890 an opportunity was offered. and 
the Government created a pt nsion tund 
which does not fall upon the rates at all. 
That pension fund consisted ot £40,000 
taken out of the Custom and Excise grant 
which was given to Scotland.and ot course 
if that money had not been given for 
police pensions it would have been avail- 
able for some other Scotch purpose. It 
is Scotch money, to which all Scotchmen 
have practically an equal right, and it 
was devoted to this pension fund. Then 
there was some other money handed 
over for the fund, such as fines trom the 
police and the proceeds from the sale of 
old clothing ; and in addition each 
policeman was to contribute two and a 
half per cent. of his salarv. The 
portion contributed by the police them- 
selves to the tund amounted to about 
£10,000 a vear out of £64,000. or 
a little less than one-sixth. so that | 
take it over five-sixths has been practi- 
cally contributed out of public money, 
which belongs to the ratepayers of Scot- 
land, and which if not applied to the 
pension fund would at least be available 
tor the benefit of the rates. The object 
of the Government was, and it was stated 
at the time, to create a pension fund from 
which the police would be able to draw 
their superannuation without there being 
any possibility of a claim on the loeal 
rates. And it was on that footing that 
the Bill was carried through. To show 
how carefully the scheme was prepared, | 
may say that the Bill was submitted to a 


Mr. Caldwell. 
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Select Committee of the House, and that 
the Committee had before them Mr. 
Finlaison, actuary to the National Debt 
Commissioners, secretary to the Com- 
mutation Board of the Metropolitan 
Police, and the best expert actuary in the 
country. After careful investigation he 
gave it as his opinion that the pension 
scheme would so work out that for thirty 
years at least there would be no possible 
chance of any burden falling on the 
rates, and that after that provision 
should be made in some other way. The 
hon. Member who moved the Second 
Reading of the Bill gave us his caleula- 
tions. The facts stated by the hon. 
Member were right, but his deductions 
were absolutely wrong. The actuary’s 
argument was that when the pension 
fund was begun there would be very few 
pensions at first ; but when you brought 
ina number of men to the force with the 
idea of pensions they would remain in the 
service, and gradually the scheme would 
work out in such a way that in thirty 
years it would begin to come down the 
hill. The capital sums to the credit ot 
the local authorities are getting on every 
vear, but it must be borne in mind that 
according to the best expert authority 
in the country the pension fund would 
certainly remain solvent for thirty years, 
but atter that it would probably he a 
burden on the rates. So far matters 
have gone much worse than when the 
scheme was actually propounded. What 
the actuary told the Committee was that 
he based his figures wpon a force of 4,055 
men. Tle did not make any allowance 
for an increase, because he said it they got 
rid of a lot of old men a few younger men 
would be able to do the work, and that 
therefore the foree would not be likely to 
increase. Tle took the average pay at 
£71 Os. Od... whereas the average pay now 
is £72 10s. He did not allow tor that 
increase in pay, or for the increase in the 
number of men from four thousand to 
five thousand. What insurance company 
at the present moment would say that 
the pension fund was in a solvent state ! 
The actuary also based his calculations 
on the assumption that fifty-five years 
was to be the age at which a policeman 
was to be retired, and that he should 
serve thirty-five vears before he got his 
pension. But now a policeman need not 
wait for thirty-five years to get his 
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pension, because if he is incapacitated in 
hody or mind he can be pensioned after 
twenty years service. It, therefore, we 
are to introduce a new pension scheme 
that will enable men to be retired after 
twenty-six years instead of thirty-five 
vears, after only having made twenty- 
-ix instead of thirty-five vears contribu- 
tions to the fund, it will soon be absolutely 
insolvent. I would therefore point out 
to the Lord Advocate that if we are going 
ty introduce variations into the pension 
scheme, and if we are going to keep it on 
the lines of the Act of 1890. we will re- 
quire to introduce some new source of 
revenue to meet the increased burden 
which will be imposed. Where are we to 
wet this increased revenue ! The money 
cannot be obtained from [Imperial funds, 
and where. therefore, is it to come from ! 
The Bill states that any deficit in the 
money is to be paid out of the local rates. 
That is where the money is to come trom, 
The Government scheme of 1890 was 
dealt with in a most careful manner. It 
was submitted to a Select Committee, 
evidence was taken from experts. and the 
Bill was afterwards discussed on Report. 
and also on the Third Reading. It was a 
most carefully prepared Government 
easure, but now it is proposed — to 
~inetion a Bill whieh will upset that 
heme, but which makes no provision 
whatever for the additional money which 
new obligations will require. It is 

ost important that as regards the 
question of policeman's pensions there 





should be no possible risk of criticism on 
the part of the ratepavers. In this Bill you 

re voing to open the door to criticism. 
hot only heeause VOI propose to provide 

new burden of taxation. but because 
Voll propose to allow the local authorities 
to exercise an option which. as TP have 
pointed out, they have no right to exer- 
cise, us regards a fund to which each 
man contributes his share. and to which 
every man has an equal right. 

It will be seen that this subject is not 
quite as simple as hon. Members think. 
[tis nota matter in which we in Scotland 
should do what England does. That is 
ho answer at all. We do our own 
business according to our own ideas, and 
it is no answer to say that because 
England does a thing theretore we should 
do it also. That argument is brought 
iorward because it suits this particular 
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case. I am interested in this matter 
because I am a county Member. To 
whom is entrusted this power of making 
a variation in the pension scheme ? The 
power is entrusted to the police authori 
ties. Who are the police authorities in 
Scotland? They are the standing joint 
committees, only a minority of whom 
are representatives of the ratepayers 
who will have to pay this burthen of 
taxation. In the case of poor rates in 
Scotland, half is paid by the owner and 
half by the occupier, but in the ease ot 
the police rate the whole is paid by the 
occupier. 


Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, W.) 
[ should like to correct the hon. Member. 
Halt the police rate is paid by the oceupier 
and half by the owner. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I may he wrong 
as regards the rate, but 1 am not wrong 
us regards the joint committees, so that 
the principle for which I contend is 
exactly the same. Why should we give 
this power to bodies which are not fully 
representative of the ratepayers ¢ Why 
should we entrust to them the power ot 
putting an increased burden on the 
local rates?) We have always objected 
to the standing joint committees. We 
have always contended that in’ the 
county districts the ratepayers should 
have the same opportunity of dealing 
with the police as they have in the 
boroughs. To my mind, that is a sutti- 
cient objection for county Members t 
take as regards this Bill. If this Bil! 
passes vou will throw into a vortex the 
police on the one hand and the rate 
payers on the other. There is a working 
class population in iuv own county 
They work harder than the police, and 
they have been tempted hy the prospect 
of old-age pensions. All that is, it 
appears, in the distance. and yet this 
House is now asked to increase the 
pensions of the police. If this Bill is 
passed, | venture to say it will sueceed 
in creating irritation, and that the effect 
will be most disastrous as far as the 
efficiency of the police force is concerned. 
The promoters of the Bill say that they 
have got the opinion of the Convention 
of Royal Burghs. Who imagines for 
a moment that the Convention of Royal 
Burghs has any weight in Scotland ! 
It is more susceptible of being got at by 
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the police than any other body. It is 
not said that the promoters have the 
consent of the trades unions in Scotland. 
Why, it was the power of the trades 
unions in 1885 that prevented a Liberal 
‘Government from introducing a pension 
scheme. Have the trades unions been con- 
sulted, and have they given their consent 
to this Bill? 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs): 
May | ask the hon. Member if the trades 
unions have objected ! 


Mr. CALDWELL: Why, they are the 
parties who have always objected. The 
police are organised, and they have been 
able to capture the Scotch Members in 
favour of this Bill. Do you imagine 
that this matter will rest at this stage ? 
What has become of the Municipal 


Workers’ Association in Glasgow? Did , 


the promoters of the Bill get the consent 
of that association, which has influence 
enough to return members on the town 
council!) Hon. Members know inany 
of the leaders of that association—one 
of the greatest being Mr. John Ferguson. 
He is opposed to the Bill ; the Corporation 
of Glasgow and the Police Board are 
opposed to it. I candidly confess that | 
have been unable to get any Scotch 
Member to second mV motion tor the 
rejection of the Bill. so completely has 
the situation been got at. At the same 
time, | am not alarmed. and even alone 
1 will stand up against this Bill, and hon. 
Members will find that greater interest 
is taken in the question than they 
imagine when they again come before 
the people of Scotland. I am not in a 
position to move omy Amendment, 
though at the end of the discussion | 
will challenge a division. [ acknowledge 
the poverty of the situation, but | may 
say that I shall be astonished if the 
Government accept this Bill. Mark 
you, this Bill is either a good Bill or it 
is not, and theretore should be accepted 
or rejected in its entirety. Its object is 
to assimilate the law in Neotland to the 
law in England, and there is no room 
for any compromise. Why not therefore 
pass the Bill in its entirety or reject it ! 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire. 
Partick): I disagree with the hen. 
Member who has just sat down, after 
a full and interesting examination of 
Mr. Caldirell. 
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the question, in saying that there 
is no room for compromise. I think 
—and many Scotch Members will 
agree with me—that there is great 
room for compromise, and that jis 
the reason why the hon. Member has 
not been able to find a seconder for his 
motion. The question undoubtedly is 
one which wants looking into, but at the 
same time [am by no means ready to 
accept all that my hon. friend behind me 
has advanced. No question is involved 
of any charge on Imperial funds. — It is 
simply a question of what we are to do 
with our own money, which ten years 
ago was devoted to this special purpose of 
police pensions, and also whether money 
is to be taken out of the rates in order to 
assist the fund. The hon. Member who 
introduced the Bill said he did not antici- 
pate that the Bill would include any 
charge on the rates. I do not agree with 
that, but | think in any case it would be 
absolutely necessary to have full actuarial 
evidence on the subject, and | confess | 
would he extremely astonished if Mr. 
Finlaison, or any other actuary, would 
endorse the view of the hon. Member. 
No one nowadays—whatever may have 
been the case ten years ago—grudges 
the provision of pensions for the police 
in Scotland. The bulk of the fund is 
mainly made up out of £40,000 a vear, 
which was the Scotch grant under the 
Act of 1890, the deductions from the 
men's salaries forming a very small part 
of it. The question is one between the 
ratepayers and the Hitherto 
hon. Members have only heard the police, 
who, I believe. approached every Scotch 
Member at the last election, and did so 
with so much propriety and modesty, 
and in such a more reasonable spirit than 
other bodies of civil servants are in’ the 
habit of doing, that they found hon. 
Members very willing to listen to them. 
Still. | think there is a very great danger 
likely to arise from the fact of such a 
large number of civil servants having 
the franchise and approaching Members. 
It is calculated to lead to the exercise of 
unfair and undue pressure. In the 
grosser cases, of course, such pressure 18 
rightly resented. But there are so many 
shapes of it that it is impossible to draw 
the line firmly. There are so many 
shapes of the desire to use influence on 
behalf of a man tor improving his posi- 
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tion, that when that position depends on 
what he receives from the Government 
there is, I repeat, very great danger to 
individual Members for the intervention 
in electoral proceedings of civil servants. 
But with regard to the police, | certainly 
think they have put forward a prima 
facie case. Of course, there is no ques- 
tion whatever that there is a considerable 
difference between their position in 
England and Scotland. The only ques- 
tion is, whether there is a conclusive 
argument for making the position the 
sume in the two countries. 


| will turn for a moment to the history 
of the Act of 1890. T take especial 
interest in that Act. because it hap- 
pened to come before the first Committee 
on which | had the honour of sitting 
the first Committee composed exclusively 
of Seotch Members. The proposals of 
the Bill were fully and thoroughly dis 
cussed by that Committee. It will be 
remembered that in that vear two Bills 
were brought in at once—one tor Eng 
land and the other for Seotland. The 
terms of the two Bills were. 1 think, 
identical, and the view of the Govern 
ment in bringing them in was that there 
should be uniformity in the two countries. 
But what happened in the two Com- 
mittees 2? The Scoteh Bill was referred 
to a Seoteh Committee and the English 
sl to an) English Coronittee. The 
views of the English Committee were 
pretty liberal and generous. and were 
very favourable to policetuen : in’ tact. 
the Bill was extended in one direction 
and another so as to benetit the police 
more than was proposed in the original 
scheme. But in regard to the Seotch 
Committee, its anxiety was to produce a 
solvent scheme. We took evidence from 
Glasgow and other places. in addition to 
listening to the police witnesses. We 
restricted the scheme in various ways. 
and we took the strongest precautions to 
ensure that it should be solvent. Of 
course, there are two ways of looking at 
this matter. The English scheme un- 
doubtedly involved) dipping into the 
pockets of the ratepayers. You have a 
fixed Exchequer contribution both in 
England and Scotland. and. of course, 
there is no question of applying to the 
Exchequer for an enlargement of that 
contribution. Then you have other 


sources of revenue. and both in England 
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and Scotland the balance is guaranteed 


by the Police Fund. If there is any 
deficiency it has to be made up by the 
local ratepayer. Ten years ago the view 
of Scotch public opinion undoubtedly 
was in favour of a solvent scheme, and 
while a guarantee was given to make up 


any deficit in cases of accident, it was 


insisted that the scheme should be one 
in which the risk under the guarantee 
should be infinitesimal. They got such 
a scheme. But in England it was not 
so, and the English ratepayers have to 
make good the deficiencies of their 
scheme. They will presently have to 
make good a great deal more than they 
do now. In England, as things stand at 
present, each county and borough has 
its separate fund. Some pay their way, 
others do not: and the deficiencies in 
many cases of the annual income is very 
considerable. The whole income at 
present, however, is £363,000. ‘The ex- 
penditure is £370,000, and thus there isa 
deficiency at the present moment for the 
English counties and boroughs of £7,000. 
Of course, the charge is an increasing 
one, and it will continue to increase 
enormously. While the capital is in 
creasing but slightly. the inceme is 
almost stationary, and the English rate 
pavers will have consequently to make 
good a very considerable deficiency in 
coming years. In London the case is a 
much stronger one. The deficiency 
each vear is very large. It is increasing 
with what seems to be alarming rapidity. 
In the vear 1896-97 the deficiency was 
£80,000, in the following vear it was 
£93,000, in 1898-99 it was £109,000, 
and in the next twelve months it rose to 
nearly £121,000. 1 have not the 
slightest idea for how many years that 
rate of increase is going to continue, but 
it certainly will for some time. In Scot- 
land our position is quite different. 
There we have an Exchequer contribu- 
tion of £40,000, and in the last ten years 
the funds for the counties and boroughs 
have accumulated so that we get an 
income of £9,400 by way of dividend. 
The stoppages from the men’s pay come 
to about £10,300 and the income from 
other sources to about £4,500. In 
only one or two instances—those of 
small authorities—has there been any 
deficiency ; indeed, the total amount 
which has to be made up from the rates 
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is less than £500, and that will, of course, 
be repaid in a short time. We have an 
income at the present time of £64,500, 
while our expenditure is only about 
£22,500 ; therefore a large fund is being 
Jaid by from year to year. As the result 
of nine years working we have accumu- 
lated a sum of £388,000 for the benefit 
of the pension scheme. That does not 
in the least prove that we can afford to 
pay away a large part of that £388,000, 
hecause, as has been pointed out already, 
vear by year the expenses are increasing, 
and the maximum outgoing will not be 
reached for at least another thirty years. 
By that time it will be necessary to have 
i very much larger fund laid up than 
we have at present. These questions 


were’ gone into most carefully by the 
actuary whose name has been several 


times mentioned in the course ot this 
debate. But. on the whole, our position, 
| think, is rather better now than it 
was anticipated it would be. We thought 
that after eight vears working we should 
have accumulated £318,000 ; we have, 
in facet, aeeumulated a great deal more. 
But, on the other hand, we anticipated 
that at the end of that period our ex- 
penses would be £18,000, whereas they 
are now £22.500. 1 do not agree with 
the hon. Member opposite that the 
actuarial position, on account of the eir- 
eunistances he mentioned, is necessarily 
worse than it was when Mr. Finlaison 
drew out his estimate. But it must be 
borne in mind that various changes 
favourable to the fund were made in the 
Bill when it was before the Committee. 
aulthough | cannot say exactly to what 
extent those changes improved its actua- 
rial position. On the other hand, other 
changes were which involved 
vreater expense. [| think it would be 
perfectly reasonable, after ten vears 
experience of the fund, that we should 
<et Mr. Finlaison, or some equally com- 
petent actuary, to examine the position, 
and tell us how we stand in regard to it. 
It we are able, with financial safety. to 
vive any better terms to the police, Iam 
sure there will not be the slightest oppo- 
sition to our doing so, for we have no 
desire to heap up money tor the benefit 
ot posterity. 3ut | confess I do not 
think there is room for very much altera- 
tion in that respect. 

Other questions must, of course, be 
considered. Hon. Members, in dealing 


Mi. Parker Smith. 
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with this matter, ought to have properly 
before them the question whether they 
can, with safety, give any further adyan- 
tage to the police out of the fund as it 
at present stands. Can we modify thy 
terms on which the police receive pen- 
sions? Beyond that, there is a further 
question on which, for my part, I confess 
I have as yet quite an open mind, and 
that is: do the ratepayers consider the 
advantages of a fund on a similar scale 
for Scotland as that which prevails in 
England are so great that they ar 
willing to incur some expenditure for the 
sake of getting it? It is clear that th 
greater temptations in England do, to 

certain extent, injure the Scotch polic 
force and its power of getting thorough 
good men. We do not pay the sane 
rate of wages in Scotland as in England. 
But we have to consider whether the 
ratepayers and local authorities believe 
that the effect of paying a different 
scale of wages does injure them to an 
extent which can be appreciated in 
money. Are they willing, in order to 
get rid of that damage to the police force. 
to undertake certain further liabilities. 
and to give a more generous scale of 
pension to the police, with the knowledge 
that in future years there may be a ¢: 

on the ratepayers’ purse!) That. is 

question which the police cannot he ex 
pected to consider. But we do want to 
have the views of the loeal authorities 
upon it. Again, | very much desire to 
have the views of the different local 
authorities upon the question whethe1 
they wish that we here should establish 
a uniform seale, or whether they desir 
that there should be that loeal option 
which is given to the English police 
authorities. Of course, if they tell us 
that they desire the amount of choir 
which the English authorities have. | 
should feel absolutely prepared to sup- 
port the change. But my belief is that 
they would rather not have it. | think 
we should find they would say that it is 
for this House to lay down what it thinks 
is right, and that there should not be 
an opening for local pressure from 
people who have the work to do. and 
for whom one may have the greatest 
liking and respect, because if there were 
such an opening it would produce on 
each locality exactly the same difficulty 
that my hon. friend was so eautious 
about in regard to the views of Members 
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of this House. These are the questions 
which have to be decided before we can 
either pass or reject this measure. They 
cannot possibly be decided on the floor 
of this House. They cannot possibly be 
decided without hearing evidence, and, 
therefore, | hope that the inclination of 
the Government will be to accept the 
Second Reading of the Bill, and then 
to refer it to a Select Committee upstairs, 
which can take full evidence. That 
Committee, of course, should be mainly 
seotch. But I that I would 
rather it was not purely a Seoteh Com- 
mittee, as was the case ten years ago. 
We have got an alternative system, and 
there are in this House a good many 
ventlemen familiar with the merits and 
disadvantages of that system. I think 
that on our Committee we should be 
very much benefited by having the 
assistance of two or three English gentle- 
men who would be willing to give atten- 
tion to that subject; and therefore. 
under the circuinstances, | hope the Bill 
will be allowed to pass its Second Reading, 
and will be sent to a Committee up- 
stairs for consideration. 


*Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness-shire) 
suid he desired to himself 
with the remarks which fell from the 
hon. Member for Mid-Lanark in regard 
to the peculiar danger of public civil ser- 
vants or police or constables banding 
themselves together to intimidate timid 
and nervous candidates for Parliamentary 
honours. But he supported the Second 
Reading of the Bill on account of the 
experience he had gained as the chief 
magistrate of one of the Scotch cities. It 
was of the very greatest importance for 
the efficiency of the police force that the 
law of Seotland should be assimilated to 
that of England, because of the constant 
drain of the best men from Scotland to 
England for the sake of the benefits 
which they received in the latter 
country. He did not see why a Scoteh 
policeman in Glasgow should) work 
under different conditions from a Scotch 
policeman in Liverpool or Manchester. 
He was one of those who thought that a 
Scotehman should not get worse treat- 
ment than an Englishman, even if he 
were a policeman, and he saw no reason 
why a Scotch policeman should be better 
paid or better pensioned in an English 
ity or county than in a Scotch eity or 
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county. In the interests of the police 
force it was absolutely necessary that 
the law ot England and Scotland should 
be assiinilated, because in Scotland under 
present conditions they did not get or 
retain the best class of men. He believed 
that last year there had been no fewer 
than 590 resignations of good and eft- 
cient policemen who were dissatisfied with 
the conditions of service in Scotland, and 
au very large proportion of them had. 
he believed, come to England and joined 
the police force here. The Bill had 
heen supported by the great majority of 
the Scotch constituencies, although it 
had been opposed by the Glasgow Town 
Council—whether unanimously or not he 
could net ~ay. It had also been supported 
by the Convention of Royal Burghs. 
He did tict associate himself with what 
had been said by an hon. Member re- 
garding the Convention of Royal Burghs. 
The hon. Member had deelared that that 
was a body that was held up to ridicule ; 
but some people laughed at Parliament, 
and even some Members of Parliament 
were held up to public ridicule. It should 
be remembered that the Convention of 


toval Burghs was composed of represen- 
tative magistrates and councillors of the 
burghs all over Seotland, and- surely 


their wishes should be respected. He 
supported the Bill also because it was 
permissive, and the local authorities 
could adopt it or reject it as they liked. 


Sin WALTER THORBURN (Peebles 
and Selkirk) supported the Bill as a 
simple matter of justice to avery 
deserving than whom, morally 
and physically, a better could not be 
found ether in’ England or Seotland. 
He could not understand the objection 
of his hon. friend the Member tor Mid- 
Lanark. who suggested that hon. Mem- 
bers on both sides of the House had been 
pressed or influenced to support this 
measiire from some political motive. 
He could say for himself that, with the 
exception of a sergeant, not a single 
policeman had ever mentioned the Bill 
to him. He supported the Bill simply 
because it was Just and fair to the police 
force ot Scotland. It was a purely per- 
missive Bill, and if any loeal authority 
objected to its provisions it need not 
adopt it. The Bill was supported by 
many of the publie bodies in Seotland, 
and undoubtedly by the vast majority 
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of the Members for Scotch constituencies. 
The only exception was the hon. Member 
for Mid-Lanark, and he hoped that the 
hon. Member would withdraw his objec- 
tion and allow the Bill to be read a second 
time without a division. He also hoped 
that the right hon. the Lord Advocate 
would show a friendly interest in the 
Bill, so that it might become law during 
the present session. 


*Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick Burghs) 
said that, while he supported the Second 
Reading of the Bill, he was not to be held 
committed to the style of drafting its 
varied provisions, which indeed were 
very complicated and involved. He did 
not think that the hon. Member for 
Mid-Lanark in his emphatic and some- 
what diffuse argument had really 
touched the main principle which under- 
lay the provisions of the Bill. That prin- 
ciple was that the police force in Seot- 
land, which was not inferior in ability, 
character, or efficiency in discharging 
their duties, should be put. on the point 
ot emoluments, and, guoad pension, on 
the same footing as the English police. 
Who could object to that ? A good deal 
had been said in the course of the debate 
as to the application of the screw ; but 
a practice of that kind required two 
parties. They might have the serew 
applied, but the person to whom it was 
applied must be considered ; and he was 
slow to think that his colleagues in 
Scotland were so soft as to be squeezable 
in that particular. Surely experience was 
that if a man took his stand in opposition 
to a demand, whether of a political or 
religious kind, and gave a reasoned expla- 
nation for his dissent to his constituents, 
these did not undervalue him on account 
of the manly attitude he had taken up. 
His reasons for supporting the Bill were 
slightly different from those given by hon. 
Gentlemen who had preceded him. He 
had had experience in regard to the 
working of the police in Seotland from an 
official point of view. For some years he 
had had a share in superintending the 
whole system of public prosecution in that 
country, and nothing during his entire 
term of office struck him more than the 
manner in which the Scotch police dis- 
charged the delicate duties committed 
to their supervision. Under the system 
of public prosecution in Seotland, the 
police were to a large extent. and of 
Sir Walter Thorburn, 
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necessity, the agents in advance of the 
Crown in all criminal prosecutions, 
The Crown officials had, therefore, daily 
reports from the police in regard to their 
responsible duties, and these showed 
most vividly the extreme tact and great 
efficiency with which the constables 
discharged their duty. Why, then. should 
these men not be put on a footing of 
equal right in point of emolument with 
their colleagues south of the Tweed ! 
There was one other point in regard 
to the police in Scotland which he wished 
to emphasise. He did not believe that 
there was any part of His Majesty's 
dominions, certainly no part of the United 
Kingdom, in which the police were more 
truly peace officers than in Scotland. 
The law in Seotland was so adminis. 
tered that it was only in the rarest 
instances that the policeman was looked 
upon as an oppressor of the people; he 
was uniformly regarded as a protector. 
The policeman was truly a guardian of 
the peace, and considered himself better 
employed in the prevention of crime than 
in its detection after being committed. 
These were his reasons for supporting 
on principle the Second Reading of the 
Bill. But the House ought to be grateful 
to the hon. Members for Mid-Lanark and 
Partick for making allusion to the 
actuarial considerations which should be 
kept in view, although in regard to 
these he felt no great alarm. The measure 
was, after all, permissive. He hoped 
his hon. friend opposite, in indicating his 
assent to this application of the principle 
of local option. would not object to its 
being adopted in another department 
which was closely allied to police ad- 
ministration—namely, the liquor traffic. 
There would be two considerable advan- 
tages in the appointment of a Select 
Committee to consider this Bill. In the 
first place the members of the Glasgow 
Corporation, the ablest and most powerful 


-in the kingdom, would be able to show to 


the Select Committee what was their 
view of the finance of the measure, and 
if their view was supported actuarially 
it would serve to emasculate or to extin- 
guish the Bill altogether. He himself 
had no fear of sucha result. His other 
point was that the Select Committee 
would be useful in furnishing a guide 
to the local authorities in adopting the 
option conferred upon them by the 
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Bill. In conclusion, he hoped that the which I am almost sorry to take up— 
Select Committee would not protract namely, that the Bill should not go 
their investigations so long as to kill through the ordinary procedure, but 
the Bill, but that their efforts would be should be remitted to a Select Committee. 
directed to making it, from an actuarial | It is all very well to say that the change 
point of view, a sound measure. ‘proposed to be imposed by the Bill is 
merely permissive, and that consequently 
*Tur LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. no burden is necessarily put upon the 
GRAHAM Mtrray, Buteshire): Perhaps rates. That is an argument which 
it will be convenient to the House, as the may be carried too far. It has not been 
subject: has been fully debated, that 1 the practice of Parliament to give un 
should state now the view of His Majesty's. limited powers to local authorities with- 
Government on the Bill. We are entirely) out knowing at least what is the worst 
insvmpathy with the objeet proposed by that a local authority can do. This is a 
the Bill. L have certainly great pleasure burden which, if | may use the expression, 
in corroborating from an even longer is a very insidious one, because if the 
official experience than the hon. and authorities in any locality adopt the 
learned Member for Hawick Burghs higher scale and put on the burden, 
what he said in regard to the conduct they may do so with the very comfortable 
of the police in Scotland. T can only say” feeling that that burden will not fall on 
that 1 do not think | ever had to) their shoulders in their own time. — It is 
make a complaint about the police in’ rather straining the consciences of some 
Scotland. The peculiarities of the police people to ask them to adopt a measure 
force and the services required of them whieh will iin pose a burden, when they 
wake them undoubtedly proper subjects know perfectly well that the burden will 
of a pension, because it is quite obvious fall only on their successors. 
that a policeman to be efficient must be It is absolutely necessary from a 
in the full vigour of lite, and it would be | business point of view to remember how 
unfair to turn him adritt the moment | this movement for police superannuation 
that vigour ceased as the result of the originated. In 1890 two parallel Bills 
faithful discharge of his arduous duties. were brought in by the Government 
although he had still many years to live,; dealing with police superannuation in 
and was too old to enter into another England and Scotland. In England 
employment. But the question of super- police superannuation was an old story. 
annuation ought also to be looked at) [t began with an Act as long ago as 1840 
from the point of view of economy. <A for the counties. There was a borough 
policeman is much more valuable after’) Act in 1848: and then both boroughs 
he has had a certain amount of training: and counties were put on an identical 
but the body which pays for the training | footing in 1859. Accordingly there was 
should have the advantage of the trained | an actual system in England which had 
article. Undoubtedly it is the case that, been running for fifty years, and to a 
under the present system, Seotland is to” certain extent fora longer period. From 
a great extent used as a training ground a practical point of view let us see. then, 
for the English police; and [ entirely what was the state of affairs in which 
corroborate, from what | myself know. Parliament legislated in 1890? 1 hold 
the statement made in that respect by in my hand a Return of the Home Oftice 
the hon. Member for Inverness, on whose relating to police superannuation, dated 
first intervention in the debates of this 20th May. 1890. In that Return I find 
House I may be allowed to congratulate , that there was practically a capital fund 
him. Holding these views, [am entirely | available for police superannuation pur- 
favourable to the objects sought to be poses in England ot £1,.172.969. At 
effected by the Bill. the same time there were available re- 
The hon. Member for Mid-Lanark, in sources statutorily ear-marked for the 
one of his least impassioned utterances same purpose amounting to over £80,000 
this morning, asked me if I did not wish odd per annum. So that the problem 
to pass this Bill. IT am personally quite to be faced in England at that time was 
willing that the Bill should pass, but I) to put these various police funds upon a 
must give the reasons for an attitude’ thorough working footing in order to 
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give the constables an absolute right to 
a pension. That object was etfected by 
an Imperial contribution of £300,000 a 
vear. In 1888 the deficiency which 
had to be met out of the rates was 
£182.460, and in 1898-99 T find that 


the deficiency to be met out of the | 
rates was £154,000, That is. | think. 
evidence that the scheme which was 


started in) England was a sound one. 
But what had you to do in Scotland ! 
You had to inaugurate an absolutely new 
system. There was not a pension fund in 
Seotland at all, except that the burgh of 
Greenock redeemed the reproach by the | 
possession of a fund with the modest} 
capital of £800, Therefore there had 

to be a creation of the fund in 1890. 

May IT remind the House what the crea- 

tion of the fund really means?) Ht you 

start a fund for the first time with a 

contribution of £40,000 a year you will | 
have plain sailing at the beginning, 

because the great body of the men will 

not have served their time for a pension. 

But the stress and burden will come in the 

future. The purpose of the Bill is the 

assimilation of Scotland to England in 

the matter of police superannuation ; 

but it is to be noticed that although the 

English Act is textually copied in the 

matter of scale, nothing is said of the 
ear-marked funds which appear in the 

English Act. In 1890 the Government 
felt that it would be necessary to make 
an investigation as to what was needed | 
to establish a fund for Scotland, and | 
the matter was remitted to a Select | 
Committee. What the Select Committee 
did was to take the funds as they found 
them. They took £40,000 of an Im- 
perial contribution, and the contributions 
statutorily devoted under the amended 
Section 16 to the police force, and they 
arranged a scale on a proper actuarial 
basis in which there would be a state of 
equilibrium. In this they were assisted | 
by Mr. Finlaison. In the course of his 
evidence that gentleman assumed that 

the retirement from the police force 
would take place at the age of fifty-five. 
that the average salary would le £80, 


and that the pension would — be! 
£46 13s. 4d. He also assumed that | 
the eapital would be invested and 


accumulated at two and a_ half per 
cent. per annum. On these assumptions | 
he found that up to the thirtieth vear | 

( 


Mr, A. Graham Murray. 
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‘there would be no stress: that in the 
period between the thirtieth and forty. 
fifth year there would be a certain call 
on the rates; and after the forty-fifth 
‘year the number of new pensions would be 
exactly balaneed by the number of deaths 
of pensioners, and that the fund would 
reach a proper state ot equilibrium, 
Mr. Finlaison assumed that the 
would number 4.100, which was modified 
to 4,278, that the ultimate number on 
the pension list would be 1,730. and that 
the ultimate charge would be £80,750 
avear. But take the returns of last vear. 
The police foree was then not 4,278, but 
5.114. If vou take 5,114, that would 
involve an extra ultimate pension charge 
of £16,000, Without saving that Mr, 
Finlaison was wrong. | think I have 
shown enough to make it clear that there 
have been such increases that we cannot 
count too much upon the safety of a 
margin, 

What would happen if you introduce 
the new scale under this Bill! It is said 
that not only is its adoption optional, 
but that it may fluctuate between the 
ginimum and maximum; but if there 
was a fluctuating scale the last state 
would not be much better than the first. 
From the paper issued by the chiet con- 
stables of Scotland, I find that in 1895, 
in England, 166 police forces adopted 
the maxiniin seale, twenty the ister 
mediate scale, and only one the mini- 
mum seale. In other words, practically 
the whole police force of England adopted 
the maximum seale. The hon. Member 
for Mid-Lanark said that local 
authorities would adopt the maximum 
scale, and that the others wouid follow 
like a flock of sheep through a hole in a 
hedge. The hon. Member might have 
put it in a more Parliamentary way— 
like Radical Members following him into 
the division lobby. Well, if the mavi- 
mum scale were adopted, and the con- 
stables retired at forty-seven vears of 
age. that would increase the number on 
the pension list from 1,730) to 3,300 
or more, and the pensions would be  in- 


force 


some 


‘creased trom £46 13s. 4d. to £53 Gs. &d., 


which would make the ultimate pension 
charge ‘nore than double the pension 
charge calculated by Mr. Finlaison. 

I think I have said enough to show 
that really we cannot adopt this Bill, as 
it stands, ir the dark, without further 
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inquiry. We cannot ask the Scotch | be ascertained. and then if, in the full 
oeal authorities to accept the Bill unless | light of day, the Scottish Members wish 
I 
we show them what the ultimate charge | to pass the Bill, the Government. will 
isto be. I do not agree with the antici- | offer no objections. 
pations of the hon, Member who moved #orp SULTS ‘TURR Ra : 
the Second Reading of the Bill, that there v ” F oe ISM nah nig 
yould be no charge on the rates; but I | -) Wis red to remind the House that 
lo not myself see why the rates should | the question before them was the grant- 
not be called upon to assist this very |S of a permissive power- a disere- 
proper fund. The loeal authorities, | Henary power—to loeal bodies in Seotland 
however, should know how much equal to the wine! enjoyed by CORES 
they have to be called upon to pay sponding bodies in England. But it was 
li vou take the English figures (in- most important on a Second Reading 
: " 6*= 5 ‘ aif aa . — hat i a6 
duding the metropolis) you find that, so - = — e to — — W om it — 
. “ . 1ewe 4 aiar . 
ir as the rates are concerned, they bear | C°’#: ee eae eee ee 
11'2 of the total expenditure ; but if ready acquiescence of the Government 
ron take the Scotch figures a course | 0" condition that the Bill be referred to 
‘ , p4 _ Ss ¢ . > ce : : ? mae : 
ve know we have not vet reached the |“ Select Committee, as he had abvays 
intel ih detente vehes aed Lene -7 understood that in this House such a 
bs: i Saka) ‘expenditure Paltie. tins proposal was a polite form of infanticide, 
it i } ; ak > : 5 
el Ris then: Bienes Sitti? | | What ve wanted to understand from the 
ive merely the emote ‘enn 3y-7 : | Lord Advocate was whether the Govern - 
4 « b aS Oe o | xe eee 
i -tuiel aiaemaan ok al miei funds, | bicut were in earnest about giving the 
h a en i the pension funds, | 10) easonable facilities. If they were 
sil all reasonable facilities. t they were 
ee understand the select Committee to 








dividends and interest, 13°5 : deductions 
and stoppages from pay. 14°8: other : : . 
. Pe ai litle | ~~. Mok: which the Bill was to be referred would be 
receipts, 20°8 ; rates, 11°2. Taking the “ 4s 
as ae Te er , appointed with no loss of time, and that 
re ronan i eee facilities would be afforded to get through 
they are : Exchequer grants, 61°8; divi- “A ee rf sid "1 ih oe th 
i ; : » necessary work that wo ) e 
dends and interest, 14°6 ; deductions and | “. are -s sary wor 7 , f “] 7 rial 
. : . SSESS > actuaria 
stoppages from pay. 16°1: other receipts, | P ge In id “ts i tase ‘ 
: - , : } facts > WwW advise * promoters oO 
(-8;rates ‘7. [have now shown that the | #¢6&, Ne would acvise the | : 


Scottish ratepayers would not pay very | the Bill to aecept the offer of the Govern- 


wuch if called upon to the same extent | ae 

as their English brothers ; in other words, | \[p. RENSHAW said the debate had 
Ido not adopt what was said by the hon. | Heen of very great interest, and the 
Menber for Partick when he indicated | j,atter whieh was under discussion was a 
he did not think the scheme should go | very important one to the local bodies of 
on unless it was in that state of financial | Seotland. The question had been  dis- 
vlveney that an insurance company | eyssed mainly from the police point of 
would consider it. From the speech itl tae rather than from the point of 
the hon. Member [| gather that the | view of those who had charge of the 
vheme shouid be financed trom sources | police arrangements. It was a matter 
other than the rates. lof satisfaction to him that the hon. Mem- 


Mr. PARKER SMITH said his state- | ber tor the Border Burghs had ae 
nent was that the ratepayers should he | menced - have wr saponins he ; age 
nade acquainted with the financial posi- authorities than ue ee 0 4 ‘ : 
ti ie the past. He was aware that the local 
ion of the scheme, so that they should | cet had realised that 
know where they were. | authorities in Seotland ad realised tha 
, | the differences in thesystem of pensions 
“Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I entirely | England and Scotland militated against 
gree with that. Holding these views, | their retaining the best of their forces in 
| propose, on behalf of the Government. | Scotland. From that point of view, he 
to accept the Second Reading of the Bill | thought every local authority in Seotland 
ipon the understanding that it will be | would weleome the opportunity of re- 
vent to a Select Committee. When it | dressing any real grievance that could be 
gets there, the Government will be willing | proved to exist at the present time. — He 
\o give such assistance as they can, so | hoped, however, they would not fall into 
that the precise actuarial position may | the evil that vecompanied the existing 
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English system, because the permissive 
and optional system appeared to him to 
be a very dangerous one. The Lord 
Advocate. in his figures, stated that 
something like 166 per cent. of the 
English force had adopted the maximum 
principle under the provisions of the 
English Bill. His opinion was that they 
should take great care to avoid the evils 
inthe English Bill, and have one uniform 
syaterm ; and he hoped the result of the 
consideration of the Bill in’ Committee 
would be to produce a useful measure 
that would enable them to give the police 
that to which they were entitled— 
namely, quite as good a pension as was 
given to the police in England. 


*Mr. WALLACE (Perth) said that he 
only rose to ask whether he properly 
understood what the Lord Advocate put 
before the House. Hon. Members were 
perfectly disposed to see this Bill sent to a 
Select Committee, if such a course did 
not mean the death of the Bill. If he 
understood the hon. Gentleman to mean 
that if, after examination before the 
Select Committee, it was found that the 
Bill was a working Bill, the Government 
would assist the House in passing it, not 
merely by abstaining from any active 
opposition, but by giving the assistance 
by which alone a Bill could be carried 
through the House—if that was a part 
of the proposal, there would be no objec- 
tion to the Bill being referred to a 
Select Committee. 


Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) thought 
that the mover of the Second Reading 
of this Bill had acted wisely in bringing 
this question before the House. English 
police enjoyed superior advantages not 
because they were a superior body of 
men, but because it was the custom in 
England to pay larger salaries than were 
usual in Scotland. Small salaries were a 
relic of the old times when Scotland was 
poor, but in late years the prosperity of 
Scotland had been progressing by leaps 
and bounds. He quite concurred with 
the remarks of the Lord Advocate that 
even if there should be a small addition 
to the rates, the people of Scotland were | 
quite able to afford such an increase. 
Therefore that should not be any hin-| 
drance to their acceptance of the Bill. He | 
repudiated the accusation which had been | 


made as to bribery of the Scotch Members | 
\ 


Mr. Renshar, 
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by the police ; he at any rate had heard 
nothing of such a thing. 


Sm ROBERT REID (Dunmifries 
3urghs) said this was a matter upon 
which all Seotch Members, with the 
distinguished exception of the Member 
for Mid-Lanark, took the same view, and 
they did not want a nominal Seeond 
Reading whieh would be equivalent. to 
the extinetion of all hopes’ of further 
procedure, Ile ventured to ask the 
Lord Advocate to tell them whether, if 
the Select Committee to which the Bill 
was referred approved of it, the Govern- 
ment would give such facilities as would 
enable the sense of the House to be taken 
on the measure. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: © My in- 


tentions are strictly honourable.” There 
is no idea of shelving the Bill. I dis- 


tinctly undertake, so far as in me lies, to 
see to it that the Committee is properly 
appointed, and that the Report of that 
Committee shall be submitted, if possible, 
to the House. Of course, it must be 
understood that I am not master of the 
time of the House, and cannot give an 
absolute guarantee. The starring of a 
Bill. while exempting it from the opera- 
tion ef any Order which cuts down 
all but Government business, does not 
give a guarantee that sufficient time to 
pass that Bill against any obstruction 
which might arise in the House would be 
afforded. If hon. Members will look after 
obstruction, I shall be able to look after 
the starring of the Bill. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 
(Sussex, Horsham) said, though it might 
not be thought in good taste for an 
Member to intervene in a 
Scotch debate, he thought he was justi- 
fied in doing so in order to draw attention 
to two or three matters which the 
mover of the Bill might take into con- 
sideration when the Bill made its appear- 
ance before the Select Committee. ‘They 
would have to be prepared for a very 
large increase of the pension fund, and 
there was also the question of the waste of 
men which took place under the English 
svstem. Many men of thirty-five years of 
age who were entitled to a pension, but 
who could go on well to the age of fifty, 
took their pensions at that age to protect 
them, because if they stayed longer in 
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the service the pension might be lost, 
possibly through some breach of disci- 
pline. The promoters of the Bill would 
also do well to put in some additional sum 
for extra pay. Those were a few questions 
which they would do well to consider 
when the Bill got before the Select 
Committee. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glas- 
gow, Cainlachie) declared that the people 
of Scotland wanted an efficient police 


force. They could not have it if the 


best men were taken away by the 
competition of English counties and 


boroughs. ‘This Bill would tend to check 
that competition, and it was for that 
very purpose that this Bill was intro- 
duced. 


(Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs) 
said that, in view of the attitude taken 
by the Lord Advocate, he proposed that 
the Bill be referred to a Select Com- 
mittee. He trusted that the Government 
would do all they could to help the 
measure, 


Mr. CALDWELL said he was aston- 
ished that the mover of the Bill should be 
asked to have it referred to a Select 
Committee. He saw no reason for 
such a course being adopted; the Bill 
had better be passed at once. It had 
passed the Second Reading unanimously, 
and had he been one of its promoters he 
would have advised that the opportunity 
should be seized to pass it into law. 
Let it be sent toa Grand Committee, 
pass it through Grand Committee, 
put it down as the first Order after 
Whitsuntide, and the Bill would certainly 
pass. He warned the mover that he 
was adopting a dangerous course and, 
as he thought, a wrong one, and if the 
Bill failed to pass he hoped he would 
not be blamed. 


Bill committed to a Select Committee. 
COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO 
CROPS, ETC., RILL. 

[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. HUDSON 
Hitchin): The Bill 


(Hertfordshire, 
which I 
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so 
Ta) 


do Crops, e., Bill. 


the House to read to-day is a very short 
one, containing only one clause of five 
lines, but it is a Bill which will do away 
with the hardships from which all 
those who farm land by the side of 
railways suffer ; who now see their crops 
damaged by fire caused through sparks 
or cinders emitted by railway engines, 
and are unable to claim compensation, 
the railway companies claiming to be 
protected by statute. All that is asked 
by this Bill is that railway engines 
should be put on the same footing as 
locomotives which travel upon the 
roads, and made liable for any damage 
they do. It will probably be said by the 
representatives of railway companies 
that the railways have adopted the 
best known methods for preventing the 
emission of sparks from the engines, 
and no doubt the different lines vary 
materially in this respect, thousands 
being seen on some lines and very few 
upon others. What is the secret? 
That on some lines a spark catcher is 
inserted in the funnel of the engine. If 
that was done with all engines very little 
damage would result. 

In support of this motion | might 
read an anonymous letter which | 
received a few days ago with the intima- 
tion that it might suit my business. 
Not knowing what my business might 
be, I opened the letter and read— 

‘Tf fire break out in the shocks or standing 

corn, and it be destroyed, he that kindleth the 
fire should surely make restitution.” 
That is really the principle which is 
embodied in this Bill. I notice that no 
Amendment to the Bill has been put 
down. IL suppose that the railway 
directors who occupy seats in the House 
either admit the justice of the measure 
or think that the Billis of such small 
importance that it is not worth their 
while to oppose it. Without detaining 
the House further, I beg to move 
that the Bill be read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.), 
speaking in support of the Bill, said 
the object of the Bill was to put railway 
locomotives upon the same footing as 
road locomotives. It was only fair 


desire | that if through the emission of sparks 
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from the engines they damaged the to the serious and widespread injuries 
crops of the farmers whose land lay , inflicted on agriculturists throughout 
by the side of the railway, the company the country on account of fires caused 
should be made liable. In the previous by sparks from engines. The Return 
session this question had been brought related to seventy-five separate fires 
to the attention of the Board of Trade, in eleven different counties. 

and questions were asked as to whether — The law had been laid down that rail- 
the President of the Board of Trade was way companies had a statutory right to 
aware that the railway engines did run locomotives along their own lines, 
not carry spark arresters, or in any case and so long as they took reasonable pre- 
whether any inspector had looked into cautionsand were not guiltyvot negligence 
the engines to see if they did carry they might do what they liked on their 
spirk arresters, and the reply of the own lines. They were not liable to pay 
right hon. Gentleman was No; that) compensation for damage unless they 
the Board of Trade, although they failed to take reasonable precautions. 
were supposed to see to the spark He thought he had shown that they did 
arresters, Were not in a position to do not take reasonable precautions in this 
so. A great many ot these so-called) matter. In order to attain a high rate 
sparks, were not sparks at all. but cinders of speed they took out the spark protee- 
varying in size from a quarter of an. tors or arresters which were intended 
inch in length to an inch and a half, to prevent the fire and cinders from 
and it was only reasonable to suppose} coming out. In dry summers there 
that if these were thrown into a field) were many farmers whose crops were 
of growing corn they would do a great liable to be set on fire by sparks 


deal of damage. It was almost im- | from engines, and it appeared to 
possible to trace the engines which him that this was — especially so 


emitted these sparks, but in the case in the ease of the southern — rail- 
of Twinch v. Great Western Railway a ways. Crops might be — absolutely 
man actually saw the fire begin, and he’ destroyed by fire and yet no compensa- 
wasable to trace the train and the loeo- tion was allowed. Surely he had made 
motive. The case went to trial after- out a good ease. If the railway com- 
wards, and damages were assessed against | panies obtained statutory powers which 
the railway company. Therewas another gave them a great monopoly, they 
case, against the Midland Railway Com-) certainly were supposed to run their 
pany. In that case the sparks were | railways without causing loss — on 
seen coming out of the engine. But damage to their neighbours. — Sturel 
these cases were notable exceptions, when they did vreat damage to 
and generally nobody could trace the property of men who were in 
the sparks when they came from! many cases small farmers, it} was net 
an engine. Very often the damage unreasonable that they should pay tor it. 
was done in the dark, and in the case Me MUNRO FERGUSON | (Leith 
of an express train it was almost im-; Burghs): The damage complained of in 
possible to trace the engine. If the Seotland from this nuisance is more in 
railway companies took reasonable pre- | respect of woods than erops, and the 
cautions, and had their engines fitted) excellent measure which is now betore 
with spark guards, that damage would! the House could not have been introduced 
not be done. The guards were taken at a more appropriate period of the year, 
out of the engines in order that the) beeause it is during the month of Mareh 
speed might be greater. Last year he | that inScotland,at allevents, most damage 
asked a question of the First Lord of is done to plantations. A plantatfon ot 
the Treasury about the bringing for- |) my own was set on fire by sparks from 
ward of ythis Bill, and) the right hon. | engines no fewer than eleven times in the 
Gentleman stated that the President eourse of one month. but. although the 
of the Board of Agriculture had not | particulars were taken down at the time 
had notice that a great deal of damage had | by witnesses, | was advised by my legal 
been done. The Central Chamber of | agent that it would be useless to bring the 
Agriculture in a very short time after-| matter before the courts. because it was 


wards gathered information with respect hopeless to expect any compensation. 
‘ 


Mr. Jeffreys. 
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Last vear, when various questions were 
being asked the President of the Board 
of Trade on the matter, | asked whether 
the increase in the number of fires in 
recent years, which [think is indisputable, 
was not due to the great increase in the 
munber of rapid trains, and the President 
of the Board of Trade said he had no in- 
formation on the subject. The Royal 
Scottish Arboricultural Society sent out 
circulars, with schedules, which were 
filled up. I think a copy of the Returns 
was sent to the Board of Trade, but at 
any rate thirty-one examples of fires were 
given, twenty-one of which related to 
woods and plantations. The damage 
done in the twenty-one cases of woods and 
plantations amounted to £2,300, and in 
only nine of these was application made 
to the railway company for compensation, 
and in one of the nine only was the claim 
(ot £4) paid. The feeling is that it is useless 
to go to the court, because it is impossible 
toobtain any compensation. The damage 
to the agricultural crops is also consider- 
able. It is estimated at about £830. 
This Bill is called the “ Sparks Bill.” I 
think it should be called the * Live Coals 
Bill,’ for the size of the sparks is anything 
between one and two inches. I remem- 
ber once on a journey between Stranraer 
and Avr watching the coals as they were 
ejected from the engine, and the size of 
the coals was enough to set any place on 
fire. It would be impossible under these 
circumstances to keep any plantation 
free trom the risk of fire. 

It should surely be possible to 
prevent this state of things. I believe 
it is stated that there is a remedy before 
the law. but that is not our experience, 
and it has been laid down by high legal 
authority on the law of railways that 
there is no such remedy. An example is 
given in the ease of the owners of a flax 
store near a railway line. The place was 
set on fire by a spark from a passing 
eugine, and the proprietors brought an 
action for damages, on the ground that 
the engine was improperly constructed, 
in respect that it had ne spark arrester. 
In reference to that case. ‘* Deas on the 
Law of Railways” contains the following: 

‘*The defenders maintained that in the 
more modern engines the use of spark 
arresters had heen given up, both because they 
impaired the efficiency of the engine and 
because other means as efticacious to prevent 
the issue of sparks were adopted. The House 
of Lords held, affirming the First Division, that 
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‘no negligence had been proved against the 


company ; and the observation was made by 
Lord M‘Laren, that railway companies are 
not under a legal disability to improve the 
etticiency of their engines merely because such 
improvement may tend in some degree to 
increase the risk of setting fire to adjacent 
property.” 

In delivering judgment in the case re 
ferred to, the Lord Chancellor said— 

“It is now well-settled law that in order to 

establish a case of liability against a railway 
company, under such circumstances it is es- 
sential for the pursuers to establish negligence. 
The railway company having the statutory 
power of running along the line with Joco- 
motive engines, which in the course of their 
running are apt to discharge sparks, no lia- 
bility rests upon the company, merely because 
the sparks emitted by an engine have set fire 
to adjoining property. But the defenders, 
although possessing the statutory power, are 
undoubtedly bound to exercise it reasonably 
and properly, and the test whether they 
exercise the power reasonably and properly 
appears to me to be this. They are aware 
that locomotive engines running along the 
line are apt to emit sparks. Knowing this, 
they are bound to use the best practicable 
ineans, according to the then state of know- 
ledge. to avoid the emission of sparks, which 
may be dangerous to adjoining property ; and 
if they. knowing that the engines are lable 
thus to discharge sparks, do not adopt that 
reasonable precaution, they are guilty of 
negligence, and cannot defend themselves by 
relying upon the statutory power. About the 
law as I have thus expressed it, | do not think 
there is any controversy between the parties 
to this litigation.” 
What we maintain is that 
precaution has not been adopted, and that 
serious damage is done for which at pre- 
sent there is no remedy. I beg cordially 
to support the Bul. 

Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) : 
As a farmer coming from a constituency 
where fires have occurred through 
sparks from railway engines, I desire to 
exrress gratitude to the hon. Members 
who are moving and supporting this 
Bill, and to express the hope that it will 
pass, as it surely is most reasonable to 
provide that where damage is done by fire 
from engines compensation should be 
paid by the owners of those engines. 4s 
has been pointed out by the hon. Geutle- 
man who moved the Second Reading of 
the Bill, locomotive engines used on the 
road are already liable for compensation 
for damage caused by fire, and it cannot 
be anything but reasonable that the 
same principle should apply to fire caused 
hy railway engines. It is needless for me 
to assure the House that agriculturists 
do not fail to appreciate the advan- 


reasona ble 
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tage of railway communication in their 
districts, but at the same time we feel, as 
has been proved, [ think, by the hon. 
Member, that these fires oceur largely 
from the lack of precaution and care on 
the part of the railway companies. We 
think that if the railway companies in 
case of neglect had to pay for that neglect, 
they would be far more careful to avoid 
causing fires. I would say this further 

farmers ‘ind it difficult enough 
already to earry on their industry with 
a fair degree of success. without having 
unnecessary difficulties of this kind 
placed in their way; and | venture to 
say that the present moment is most 
opportune for this Bill. If it is passed 
it will do considerable good to agri- 
culturists, and to the owners of planta- 
tions and fences, and will not cast an 
unreasonable burden on the railway 
companies themselves. 

Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham): There is undoubtedly a good deal 
to be said for this Bill. There is a good 
deal of hardship caused, especially in dry 
summers, by sparks from engines, and 
undoubtedly both in England and Scot- 
land a good deal of damage is done. not 
only to plantations, but also to the various 
crops Close to the railway. But I do not 
think that the matter is quite so simple 


as my hon. friends who moved and 
seconded the Second Reading seem to 
think. They founded their arguments 


in favour of the Bill on the fact that 
locomotives on highways are obliged to 
pay for any damage that they may cause. 
It seemed to me that they have totally 
forgotten that in the one case the loco- 
motive passes along the highway which 
is provided by the county council or the 
nition, or whoever it may be, at no 
expense to the owner of the locomotive 
unless he happens to live in that particu- 
Jar parish ; but the railway company have 
paid considerable sums for the land on 
which their engines travel. They have 
not only paid the owners for the land, 
but they have caused a considerable 
improvement in the value of the adjoining 
land by bringing railway communication 
into the districts in question. My hon. 
and learned friend the Member for the 
Hitchin Division says that compensation 
has been paidfabove the market value of 
the land which is purchased. | think 
1 have shown that a railway company 
Mr, Spear, 
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is in a very different position from the 
owner of a road locomotive A railway 
company, after having spent large sums 
in buying the land and making the line, 
must surely be allowed to varry on its 
business. If damage is done through 
the negligence ot the company, then 
undoubtediy compensation should be 
paid. My hon. friend who seconded the 
Bill spoke of the coals which came from 
the engines. Did he photograph the 
coals when they came out, or how dil 
he know that they came out ? 

Mr. JEFFREYS: | can answer that. 
They were seen to fall out of the engines. 

Mr. BANBURY: Ay hon. friend says 
there are no Amendments put down. 
I do not think we can put Amendments 
down at this stage. Amendments are 
put down on the Committee stage, and 
I certainly intend to put down an Amend- 
ment, which I hope will be curried. In 
remedying what is perhaps a hardship 
we must take care that we do not create 
another hardship. It seems to me that 
the Bill is very carelessly drawn, for this 
reason——the Bill savs “where damage 
is caused to crops, hedges, or plantations.” 
Supposing that the crops, hedges, and 
plantations are there, they cannot be 
moved away ; but I think it ought to be 
carefully indicated that the Bill should 
apply only to growing crops, and not to 
crops left carelessly by the side of the 
railway. There is nothing in the Bill to 
prevent a man having a damaged crop 
from collecting it and putting it in an 
exposed place by the side of the railway, 
where it would be exposed to the sparks 
from passing trains, and then coming 
and saying, “* This has been burned by 
the railway company. It was an excel- 
lent crop at the time it was gathered in.” 
We know that such things are done. and 
they will be done in future. Therefore, 
before this Bill passes into law L think it 
should be carefully safeguarded by words 
which will show that it is only to apply 
practically to growing The 
Amendment I put on the Paper last vear 
was to insert the word “ growing” in 
front of the word “crops.” I do not 
know whether that is a proper Amend- 
ment, which would carry out my object, 
but there are lawyers in the House, and 
if it is wrong they will correct me. | 
should think that it is very important 
that in safeguarding the interests of the 


crops. 
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farmers it should be borne in mind that} was necessary to prove that the pro- 
railways are of great importance to the | perty was used in a manner not necessary 
country, and that a sum equal to nearly} to the ordinary enjoyment of the pro- 
double the amount of the National Devt | perty. Lheretore it they passed this bill 
isinvested in them. We should not allow | tney would find themselves no better off. 
ourselves to be actuated too much by | Parliament had as clearly as possible 
sentiment. }iald down that the property of railway 
*Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffiela, | ©9“2P@mles had to be used lor a specific 
Hallam) said he was not quite sure that | PUPose—the running ot trains ; and that 
he could not rest the case against the | PUrpose could not be carried on without 
Bill on the speeches of the mover anu | * Ce?t#m amount of risk. ‘Lhat risk had 
sevonder. ‘They limited their arguments | Ve? Mtlly discounted by compensation, 
to cases where it could be shown thai | #4 Was more than set off by the tact 
there was negligence on the part of the “tt 1D many of the parishes the railway 
railway companies. In such cases the | ?!Pentes paid as much as 75 per cent. 
law of England applied, and no Bill such | & te rates. In the case of some parishes 
as this was necessary. If his hon. friend | *#@ Tailway companies paid the whole ot 
had shown any case in which the existing | “e Tates. It they passed this Bill, not 
lav would not really suftice to punish merely would they make a new departure 
a railway company for negligence, he |!” the fundamental principles of our law, 
could understand the bringing forwara | Ut # great Injustice would be done. He 
of the measure. If these cases of damage submitted that the grievance was one 
arose from the failure to use proper | wt procedure and proot, and not of the 
spark arresters, the owners of the crops substantive daw ot the sd rhe sub- 
or plantations had their action at law. | 32ual Justice of the case did not require 
They had chosen the wrong remedy by | “##t railway companies should be made 

* “* | tiable tor this particular kind of damage. 


coming to Parliament with this Bill. : 
He was not acquainted with the pro- ide respectiully asked the House to reject 
| the Biil. 


cedure before Scotch sheriffs, and he did | 
not know why proot was more difficult) Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
u Scotland than in England. So far tunbridge) said the hon. Member for 
as Scotland was concerned, the remedy | Peckham had urged that the Bill ought 
should be so to amend the procedure | not to pass because the owners of the rail- 
under the Scotch law as to obtain the} wavs had spent a lot of money buying 
result that, where negligence had been | the land and constructing the lines. 
shown, the consequence of that negli-| [hat was pertectly true, but they had 
gence should be visited on those liable) not bought the adjoining land. If in 
lor it, and who the law said already the conduct of their business they did 
should suffer for it. It was no use ap- | injury to property on that land. and were 
peling to the analogy of the road loco- cuilty of negligence, they should pay com 
motive. By the Jaw applicable to road pensation. His right hon. friend the Mem- 
lovomotives, if negligence was proved, | ber for the Hallam Division said that 
but was shown to be the negligence Parliament had conferred certain definite 
oily of the driver or stoker of the rights on railway companies, and that 
locomotive, the owner of the locomotive | there was no reason now why they should 
got off altogether. In the case of railway | go back on that. on 

— although the company’s) sre STUART WORTLEY : I said 
servants might be guilty of negligence, ee ae. mt 
the railway company alone was liable. | that Parliament had conferred certain 
If the Bill passed, the law would revert | rights and laid certain duties on them. 
to the provisions of the ordinary common | Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said 
law of nuisance, and if sparks from | the locomotives were now provided with 
eigines were a nuisance, railway com-| forced draught. It was quite likely 
panies would be liable. If they | that the conditions had so changed that 
were not qthey, would possibly not) it was pertectly right the law should be 
be made liable even if this Bill passed. | amended. Railway companies naturally 
He found from reference to the best-| objected to this Bill, and would like to 
known text-book on the law of torts,’ throw agriculturists back on all the 
that in order to prove nuisance it legal technicalities involved in proving 
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negligence in order that it might be im-| show that it was the railway engine 


possible for them to obtain compensa- 
tion. What agriculturists wanted was 
aw simple Bill by which they could get rid 
of these technicalities. They felt they 
had a legitimate grievance, and asked 
Parliament to deal with it. 

Sir EE. DURNING - LAWRENCE 
(Cornwall. Truro) said he had several 
times suffered from fires. one of which 
destroyed nearly 100 of 
Many thousands of pounds would not 
have repaid him for that damage. Com- 
pensation was nothing to him ; what he 
wanted was prevention. The House 
might not be aware that quite recently 
the chimneys of nearly all the locomo- 
tives had been lowered to the smallest 
possible level. The railway companies 
should be compelled to adopt means to 
prevent the emission of sparks, so that 
fires could not take place. 

Mr. BELL (Derby): T just want to 
siya few words as to how this Bill affects 
the employees of the ratlway companies. 
What has hitherto has had 


acres 


heen said 


reference to the effeet on other people, | 


and I desire to intervene from another 
standpoint. T have had considerable per- 
sonal knowledge of railway working, and 
1 am not with outexperience of fires 
caused by sparks from engines. 1 have 
have know- 
dee of cases where compensation has 
been paid railway companies for 
damage done in that way ; and I have 
known cases where damage has occurred 
hy reason of arson having been com- 
mitted-—vases in which the crops along- 
side the railway have been set on fire, 
not accidentally by from an 
engine, but wilfully by some persons or 


witnessed such fires. and | 


by 


sparks 


persons unknown, 

As to this Bill, 1 do not say for a 
moment that | am going to oppose it, 
but Loam bound to declare that, as it 
stands, it isnot framed in a manner that 
It 


too much scope for evildoers 


seems to me to leave 
that is to 
say. it seems to me to make railway com- 


satisfies me. 


panies respousible for the aets of ill- 


disposed persons. The hon. Member 
who moved the Second Reading said 


there were many cases of fires in which 
they could not trace the engines from 
which the sparks had come. If such is 
the case, I fail to see how you can rely 
upon the Bill to bring home responsi- 
bility against the railway company and 
Jr. Gripith Boscaus Mu, 
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trees. | 
‘employees themselves, who are perfectly 


their employees, ordering that they should 
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which set fire to the crop or the wood, 
Where proof is forthcoming, | certainly 
hold that the railway company should be 
responsible. To my mind, it is desirable 
that a provision should be inserted in th 
Bill requiring railway companies to adopt 
protectors or spark arresters to their 
locomotive boilers. | happen to know 
that the absence of such things very 
often operates to the detriment of the 


innocent of offence in the matter. |i 
the Bill passes in its present form, the 
companies might issue instructions to 


not allow sparks to be emitted from the 
engines. The ease would be similar to 
that of the emission of smoke from loco- 
motives. The London County Council, 
ina large number of tstances, prosecute 
railway companies for allowing smoke 
to be emitted from their locomotives. 
When these prosecutions take place the 
companies punish their employees by 
fine or suspension. Hon. Members here 
will agree with me that it is a matter of 
great difficulty, nay, that it is a matter 
of impossibility, to work engines with 
coal without some smoke being emitted. 
therefore | say that the companies in 
inflicting punishment inflict it for what 
their men cannot help. That is why | 
have risen to say a few words on this 
matter. 

The hon. Gentleman who spoke last 
referred to railway companies making 


their engine chimneys lower — than 
usual. | deny the accuracy of that 
statement. It is not that the ehimneys 
are lower than usual, but that the 


boilers are getting higher than usual. 
The height of the chimneys 
exactly the same as ft was when the 
boilers were much smaller. We know 
that the public demand greater speed— 
they want to get from one point to 
another in much less time—and_ the 
result of all this is that the engines have 
to be worked much harder, and_ the 
difficulty of working the trains is mueli 
greater for the employees. Therefore 
there is some danger of their being sub- 
jected to fines and suspensions if the 
Bill passes as it is in its present form. 
If in Committee the Bill can be so 
amended that the object in view can be 
attained without injuring the railway 
companies in cases in which they are not 
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guilty and without injuring the employees 
in eases where they are not guilty, even 
though the company may have been 
negligent in not providing against the 
emission of sparks from their engines, | 
shall be glad to see it amended. I hope 
those in charge of the Bill will bear in 
mind the few remarks I have made on 
these particular points, and so make the 

Bill easier to pass from the employees’ 
point of view, the companies’ point ot 
view, and also in the interest of those 
who suffer through these fires. 

Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire. 
St. Albans) said the hon. Member seemed 
to be afraid that the Bill would have the 
effect of punishing the railway companies 
for the burning of crops with which the 
companies had nothing whatever to do. 
He was quite sure that those who were 
introducing this Bill had no such desire. 
The objeet was that the companies 
shold be made liable when negligence 
had been proved against them in the 
construction of thetr engines. It) was 
all very well to tell poor farmers that 
they had their remedy at law. At 
present. even if they were fortunate 
enough to detect the particular engine 
that caused the fire, the duty was cast 
on the farmers of proving that that 
particular engine was negligently con- 
structed. If this Bill beeame law, all 
they would have to show was that sparks 
came from an engine running on the 
company’s line. He hoped the House 
would recognise that that was a very 
reasonable and proper distinction in the 
interest. of those who had crops growing 
inthe neighbourhood of a railway. His 
lon. friend the Member for Peckham 
sit for a constituency which could 
hardly be deseribed as an agricultural 
one. The“ crops and growing timber ” in 
Peekham were almost a negligible quan- 
tity. His contention that a farmer 
might collect damaged crops and_ pile 
them up in the neighbourhood of a 
railway was ridiculous. Prevention was 
much better than compensation. If the 
onus was cast on the railway companies 
of paying for damage when it was proved 
that they had caused it, they were per- 
fectly capable of preventing that damage, | 
and they would prevent it. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby): Some of the arguments ad- 
duced this afternoon in support of the 
Bill are not likely to commend them- 
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selves to the House. We have had 
Moses instanced as a legislator. An hon. 
Member said he was going to follow 
Moses. But will he accept Moses as an 
authority in dealing with the land ques- 
tion! Is he prepared every fifty years 
(1 think it was) to redistribute the whole 
of the land of the country, and to resettle 
the land system? Another hon. Mem- 
her said he should support this Bill 
because he had had his wood burned. 
There is no argument which this House 
resents, and rightly resents, more than 
a personal argument—the demand for a 
change in legislation because of a per- 
sonal injury. I would not support the 
Bill for a moment, if a hundred different 
crops had been injured, unless there was 
a general grievance. What I complain of 
is that the Bill has been supported on 
both sides because of personal injury 
suffered. Such an argument ought not 
to have been put forward in support 
of the measure at all. The question the 
House has to consider is a very simple 
one. Is therea hardship made out in the 
present state of the law? Does the 
present law put the onus in the right 
place? If it does not, ought it to be 
changed ! Perhaps hon. Members who 
support the Bill have not brought for- 
ward as many cases of injury received 
as might be found, but I think it is the 
experience of every Member who has 
been before an agricultural constituency, 
that if one matter is mentioned to him 
by the farmers who have railway lines 
running through their farms it is that 
they are suffering from this grievance, 
and at the present time bave no adequate 
remedy. 


The hon. Member for the Hallam 
Division opposed the Bill first of all 
because, | think he said, he was a railway 
director. That is not a reason likely to 
commend itself to the House. He op- 
posed it secondly because railway com- 
panies in some parishes paid 75 per cent. 
of the rates. What about the parishes 
in which they pay only 5 per cent. ! 
Are they to pay damages where they pay 
5 per cent. of the rates, and no damages 
where they pay 75 per cent ! What 
have the rates imposed upon the railway 
companies to do with this grievance of 
the farmers? All the advocates of the 


measure are called upon to prove on 
this motion for Second Reading is that a 
‘grievance exists. 


I submit that the fact 
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that farmers have constantly suffered ' 
from this damage is’‘not met by the answer 
that the railway companies are unfairly 
rated in other parishes. 1] think the hon. 
Member for Derby made a fair eriticism 
of the Bill when he said the language is 
not as accurate as it ought to be. That. 
however, is a reason for not rejecting 
the Second Reading, but for amending 
the Bill in Committee, and if the Bill gets 
into Committee, as | hope it will, the hon. 
Members responsible have already made 
an offer to make the Bill as thorough. as 
simple, and as effective as possible. and 
it will have to be all those things if it is to 
work with any measure of success. 
CoLoneL MILWARD (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-upon-Avon): Nobody — who 
travels a great deal by railway ean doubt 
that there is a case for some Bill of this 
kind. Every summer there are crops 
destroyed by sparks from engines. The 
advocates the railway companies 
appear to be rather trightened as to the 
injury this measure will inflict upon the 
companies. I do not believe this House 
would ever pass a measure which was 
unjust to railway companies ; the railway 
compan es are far too largely represented 
and have far too many spokesmen for 
that to happen. I do not like to quote 
America, but the fact remains that this 
pamphlet by Professor Shaw, who was 
employed by the Royal Agricultural 
Society to visit America and see what was 
done there, will have to be answered by 
the companies. There is no doubt that 
in America year after year improvements 
have been made ; these arresters become 
more and more scientific ; they do not 
stop the draught. or prevent the engines 
attaining a very high rate of speed, but 
they do prevent the emitting of these 
hot cinders or sparks which set fire to 
the crops. What is done in America can 
certainly be done in this country. I 
admit that the railway companies ought 
to have a considerable allowance of time, 
perhaps a couple of years, in which to 
adapt these arresters to their engines, but 
it is perfectly evident that it can be done, 
and is done, without any great expense 
to the companies. Therefore, in the 
interests of the farmers I think this Bill 
shou d be allowed to go to Second Read- 
ing in order to be considered in Com- 
mittee, and the interests of the railway 
companies can then be safeguarded as 
far as is necessary. 
Mr, Corrie Grant. 


of 
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Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire. Louth) - 


I am the representative of an agricult-iral 
Division, and also, to some extent, a 
railway director. I can therefore take 
a pertectly dispassionate view of this 
little Bil. It to me that the 
grievance is not so serious a one as has 
been represented. I[t is practically a 
question of who is to bear the expense of 
the insurance. It is unquestionably the 
fact—and the hon. Member for the Tun- 
bridge Division would have known it if 
he had been at at familiar with com- 
pensation cases—that a landowner in 
selling his land to a railway company 
or the construction of a line receives 
very considerable compensation for those 
very dangers to which allusion has been 
made. Therefore, if the railway com- 
pany is now to bear the whole onus of 
compensating the farmer or landowner or 
tenant for loss by fire, it will practically 
pay twice over jor the same thing. But 
the grievance is of much smaller dimen- 
sions than one would suppose from the 
exertions of this professor who has been 
travelling the country photographing 
cinders at the expense of the Royal 
Agricu tural Society. Looking at the 
matter as a comparatively small one, 
and believing that as soon as the law has 
been accurate y ascertained it will be the 
duty and well within the power of either 
the farmer or the railway proprietor to 
pay the small insurance necessary for 
protect’on against this danger, T shall 
certainly support the Second Reading ot 
the Bil! 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 5.) : As a 
representative of an urban constituenc 
I bring an open mind to this matter. | 
want to put one point to the House whieh 
has not yet been much dealt with. This 
evil, and it is an undoubted evil, arises 
very largely from the omission of the 
railway companies to take proper steps 
to secure those improvements In engines 
which would prevent sparks and_ cinder 
being scattered. 1 am afraid the ditt 
culty of proving negligence under thi 
existing law is practically deterrent, and 
makes it really impossible for the farmer 
to obtain compensation. As betwee! 
the two interested parties, the railway 
company, whose plea is that they hav 
done all they can to avoid negligence: 
and the farmer. who is entirely passiv 
in the matter, I am inclined to think, 
on the principle of abstract Justice 


seems 





753 


that 
toa 
the 
sary 
the 
fron 
the 
and 
whi 
helie 
liab 
lore, 
ther 
I th 
passe 
wou 
whic 
by w 
ot p! 
rid 0 
*SI 
(Glas 
ough 
on h 
is nh 
panie 
burn 
frank 
will } 
the si 
indici 
to the 
to joi 
that | 
burn | 
obvio 
quire 
may 
that 
sPaSON 
must 
hut tl 
of tho 
the r: 
fortun 
they | 
that t 
on the 
of woe 
for the 
touche 
the er 
ordina 
it is of 
tion of 
a greal 
wood] 
woodla 
who k 


orthe: 











2 


ith) : 
Itiral 
nt, a 
take 

this 
t the 
is has 
lly a 
use of 
Vv the 
Tun. 
1 it if 
COIR- 
er in 
ipany 
ceives 
those 
, been 
com. 
ius of 
ner or 
tically 

But 
limen- 
m. the 
s been 
phing 
Royal 
it the 
| one, 
iw has 
be the 
either 
tor to 
ry for 

shall 


ling of 


As i 
Fueney 
ter. | 
which 
This 
arises 
of the 
r steps 
igzines 
“inders 
e ditt 
er. the 
it, and 
arimels 
etweell 
-ailway 
y hav 
igence, 
passive 
think, 
justice, 








753 Compensation for Damage 


that the onus of proof ought rather | 


to attach to the railway company than to 
the farmer. But I do not think it neces- 
sary to go quite so far as that. I believe 
the grievance of the whole question arises 
from the fact that the companies rely on 
the difficulty of proving negligence, 
and do not take the proper precautions 
which are taken in other countries. — I 
believe they will not do this unless the 
ability is thrown upon them, and there: 
iore, although TP do not at all deny that 
there is some difficulty in the matter, 
I think we should find, if this Bill 
passed, the first thing the companies 
would do would be to use those inventions 
which are used in other countries, and 
by way of prevention more than by way 
of providing for damages we should get 
rid of this grievance. 

*Sir JOHN STIRLING-MAXWELL 
(Glasgow, College): I think the House 
ought to realise that the claim made 


on behalf of the railway companies 
js nothing less than that the com- 
panies have an inherent right to 
burn other people's property. I admit 
frankly that in the result this Bill 


will probably go further than appears on 
the surfaee, and perhaps further than is 
indicated in the Memorandum attached 
tothe measure, but I am quite prepared 
to join issue upon the general principle 
that these companies have the right to 
burn other people’s property. It is quite 
obvious that railway companies do ac- 
quire land in order that their trains 
nay run to the benefit of the public, 
that their engines must work in all 
seasons of the year, 
must oceasionally arise from 


sparks ; 


and that aecidents | 


but the question is, whether the expense | 


of those accidents ought to be borne by 
the railway companies, or by the un- 
fortunate people through whose property 
they run. IL have no doubt whatever 
that the expense ought to be a charge 
on the railway companies. The question 
of woodlands raised by the hon. Member 
for the Leith Burghs has not been much 
touched upon. In the case of woodlands 
the crop is of much greater value than 
ordinary agricultural produce, because 
it is of longer growth. The interpreta- 


tion of the law as it at present stands is 
i great discouragement to the increase of 
woodlands in parts of the country where 
woodlands ought to be inereased. No one 
who knows the highlands of Scotland, 
orthe waste-lands in the north of England 
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or in Ireland, can doubt that it would be a 
great advantage to the country if those 
districts were afforested, and no one who 
knows anything about the economy of 
forestry can doubt that sueh plantations 
are most profitable when they are in the 
neighbourhood of cheap transit for the 
wood that That is precisely 
where it is most dangerous to grow wood. 
A person wishing to make a plantation 
in the neighbourhood of a railway must 
face the fact that on each side of the line 
au waste space of eighty yards must be 
left, then a deep trench provided to stop 
the surface-fire of heather or other 
inflammable materials on the ground, 
anda strong hedge planted. I know that 
those circumstances have been a strong 
deterrent. The question of the course 
taken by railway companies to prevent 
the escape of sparks has been raised. I 
cannot pretend to be an expert on the 
construction of engines, but I do know 
that whether or not railway companies 
take precautions they certainly expect 
their engines to create fires during dry 
weather, because on such oceasions the 
lines are patrolled, so that the possi- 
bility of fire is inthe minds of the direc- 
tors. Under these cireumstances, I sin- 
cerely hope that this Bill will not only pass 
its Second Reading, but will be carried 
into law. 

Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 8S.) : 
This very innocent measure proposes 
to introduce a very grave legal anomaly. 
The general law is supposed to be in- 
fringed in regard to a class of cases of 
negligence extremely limited in character, 
and to the detriment of an industry 
which, though sufficiently large in its 
scope, is only one of many industries 
carried on in immediate contact with our 
railway systems. 

I submit to the House that the existing 
law under which the railway companies 
have to conduct their enterprises is 
quite a sufficient protection to private 
property. It is the duty of a railway 
company to take all due care in the 
construction of their engines, in the pro- 
vision of their appliances, and in the 
actual working of their locomotives. This 
Bill does not propose to infringe that 
general rule ; it introduces an exception 
not applicable even to all the machinery 
in connection with the locomotives on 
our railway systems, but in connection 
only with that very small department 
of its mechanical appliances which has 
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relation to the emission of sparks. 1 


ask the House if they will pass a measure 


of legislation, in regard to which the 
rule applicable to the imposition of 
liability upon a railway company remains 
the same in regard to all their mechanical 
appliances, except when you come down 
to such details as are concerned in the 
emission of sparks, in regacd to which 
subordinate class of mechanical appli- 
anees there is to be a liability on the 
railway company, although it may be 
that they have used the utmost degree 
of care to prevent any accident occurring. 
I submit that that is a very grave 
anomaly. Under the law as it now 
exists, if a farmer suffers injury to his 
crops or hay stacks by the emission of 
sparks, he has only to show that there 
is a spark-catcher well known which 
might be introduced by the railway 
company in connection with the con- 
struction of their engines. 
does not suffer from lack of sympathy 
pathetic agricultural jury 
the conelusion that 
might easily have been obtained by 


have been attached to the engine, the 
farmer is entitled to compensation. It 
is said that the law un- 
workable because negligence can never 
be proved. I entirely dissent from 
that proposition. In my own experi- 
ence I have known ‘many cases in 
which negligence has been proved, and 
I have known many more eases which 
the railway companies have settled out 
of court, because they knew that with an 
agricultural jury the farmer would have 
had all the chances in his favour. What is 
graver still is that this is a protective 


has become 


measure in the interests of a particular | 


industry. The farmer, and the farmer 


alone, is to be protected, and he is to be | 
protected not in regard to all his pro- | 
‘exercises his option, to make a clain 
/not only for the value of the land, but 


perty, but in regard only to a very 
narrow property. His 
haystacks, hedges, and perhaps wood- 
lands, are to be protected, but if his 
house is burned down, from exactly the 
same and under the cir- 
cumstances, this measure gives him no 
protection whatever. And what is to 
happen to other industries than agricul- 
ture? If I am the proprietor of a mill, 


class of crops. 


cause same 


and the roof of my mill is fired by a spark, 
IT am to be ruined without compensation, 
Mr. Lineson Walton, 
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‘another law 


He certainly 


; m4 | compensation. 
on the part of the jury, and if a sym- | 
come to | 


a spark-eatcher | 
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but the fortunate farmer whose crop 
close by is consumed by fire, caused by 
perhaps the same engine, is to be in the 
happy position of being provided by 
the railway company with a complete 
indemnity. Under this measure there 
is to be one law for the farmers and 
for the rest of the com- 
munity ; one rule applicable to agricul- 
tural property and an entirely different 


rule, enforced on different principles, 
‘applicable to other portions of the 
community. This would but render 
confusion worse confounded, and for 


these reasons | ask the House to reject 
this unprincipled measure. 

Mr. JACKSON (Leeds, N.): I desire 
to say a few words against this Bill. 
Lam quite willing to accept the challenge 
of the hon. Member who desired to place 
before the House the issue that the rail- 
way companies claimed the liberty to 
burn other people’s property without 
I think the hon. Member 
did not do justice to his own knowledge 
of the present law. 


Sir J. STIRLING MAXWELL: I 


the railway company and ought to | frankly admit the railway companies 


have the right under the existing law— 

Mr. JACKSON: [ will endeavour 
to make good my proposition, if you 
will permit me. What is the procedure 
by which a railway company obtains 
power to make its railway in the first 
place? My hon. friend appears to 
ignore altogether the fact that the 
railway company, when it takes land for 
the purpose of making a railway, pays 
compensation not only for the value ot 


‘the land, but also for all consequential 


and future damage it may do. [** No.”| 
I am not surprised that hon. Members 
dissent from this view, because it shovs 
that they are really not aware of the 
law as it stands at present. It is open 
to the landowner, and the landowner 


for all incidental and consequential 
damage to the remainder of his property. 
He is at liberty to set up a specific 
claim before the arbitrator if there is 
a risk of damage to his property, and 


‘he has therefore to let the land to the 
' farmer at less rent, and the arbitrator will 


give him compensation for that. [‘‘ No.” 
Somebody says “ No.” Several cases have 
come within my own recollection— 
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*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): Does 
the right hon. Gentleman mean to say 
that the owner of the land can get com- 
pensated for the contingent risk of having 
his woodlands burned by sparks ? 

Mr. JACKSON: Yes, [ do. 

*Me. HEMPHILL: There is no in- 
stance of it in the books. 

Mr. JACKSON: I mean if his land 
istaken. If a railway is made through 
i district for the first time, some land 
ust be taken along the whole length 
{the line. Of course it is possible, but 
very improbable, that the limit of 
lind the company wished to take might 
just extend to the boundary of the 
lind of that particular owner, and 1 
that extremely improbable case the rule 
which | have referred would not apply. 
lt applies only when a_ portion of a | 
man’s property or land is taken. [| 
way put it in this way. Tf a landowner 
has 100 aeres of land, of which twenty | 
are taken for the purpose of a railway. 
he has it within his power, as regards 
the remaining eighty acres, to set up a 
specific claim. It he can prove to the | 
arbitrator that there is any danger of | 
his suffering Joss from sparks emitted 
on the railway, he can substantiate his 
caim for compensation. What the rail- 
way companies desire in all fairness is, | 
not to be at liberty to burn other people’s 
property, but to be protected from 
laving to pay twice for the same risks. 
The case which hes been made out for 
this Bill is insufficient, I think, for this | 
House to act upon in setting up the | 
inomaly in law to which the hon. and | 
karned Member opposite has so clearly | 
called attention. 

Let me point out what the position of | 


the railway companies is. A railway 
company exercises its powers under | 
tatutory authority, and it has at} 
the same time a statutory obligation. 


the company is liable for all cases of | 
damage where either the engine has been 
improperly constructed or negligence in 
using it has been proved. The company 
therefore has compensated the land- 
owner for his land; it has paid com- | 
pensation for the risk of injury as 
regards the future; it has a statutory | 
obligation to run its trains by means of | 
these engines, and there is no known | 
method by which this danger can be | 
eeaped. In that case Parliament has 


‘said, and I think fairly, that unless you | 
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‘ean show that it is within the power of 


the railway companies to take adequate 
precaution against this danger, they 
ought not to be called upon to do that 
which is an impossibility. Therefore I 
venture to say that so far as the railway 
companies are concerned they are entitled 
to ask the House to rejeet this Bill. 
There is a perfect and perfectly simple 
remedy, which has been referred to by 
the hon. Gentleman for the Louth 
Division. It is in the power of the 
farmer to insure his crops against this 
risk for an almost infinitesimal charge. 
If there is the slightest proof of negligence 
the law is open to the farmer, and he ean 
get compensation, so that it is not a fair 
position in which this Bill seeks to place 
railway companies. | think the ease for 
the Bill has not been made out, and | hope 
the House will reject the measure. | 


i have been hoping that we should hear 
| from the President of the Board of Trade 


views of the Government on this 
so that the House should have 


the 
matter, 


| their guidance in coming to a decision. 


THe PRESIDENT or THe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp BaLrour. 
Central): In the few words I shall address 
to the House on the subject of this Bill it 


Leeds, 


| must be clearly understood that I am ex- 


pressing not the opinion of the Govern- 
ment as a whole, but only my personal views 

This is a measure which has really more 
to do with the Department of my right 
hon. friend the Minister for Agriculture 
than with that over which I preside. It 
is essentially a Bill in the interests of 
agriculture. 1 notice that if the Bill was 


| passed it would apply only to  erops, 


hedges, plantations, so that if by a 
spark from an engine an accident 


occurred to a store of any sort the owner 
of such store would be obliged to have 
recourse to the existing law, whereas the 


'change in the law now proposed would 


farmers alone. 
the measure 
would not apply to all damage done even 


apply to farmers, and 


'to the property of farmers, but it is an 


undoubtedly important change of law in 
regard to principle. If only the question 


' of value were at issue, I do not think t! e 


/amount of damage would be very great ; 
but, as I say, the Bill if passed ‘would 
introduce a very important alteration of 
principle into the law. 

The present law governing the liability 
of railway companies has been very 
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clearly stated by more than one speaker 
this afternoon. What is proposed by 
the Bill is, in a very limited number 
of cases, to change the whole principle 
of the law, and to say that a railway 
company should be liable, although 
no negligence whatever has been brought 
home to them. In the Memorandum 
affixed to the Bill the analogy of road 
locomotives is invoked. I would point 
out, however, that the cases of road 
and railway locomotives are entirely 
different, because the former are not 
confined to a single road, nor do the 
proprietors own the roads over which 
they travel, and no compensation has 
been paid in respect of adjacent lands. 

lf we once admit an important change 
of principle of this kind, will it be possible 
to resist further changes in the same 
direction should they be proposed ? 
Suppose, for example, that a horse har- 
nessed to a carriage were frightened by 
the passing of a railway train, and ran 
away; if the principle of the Bill is 
accepted, it appears to me it would be 
impossible to resist a claim for compensa: 
tion in such and other cases. 

These, in my opinion, are the objections 
to the present proposal, I do not deny 
that there may be difficulty in certain 
cases in proving negligence. At all 
events, it is possible that railway com- 
panies have not taken sufficient care in 


AYES, 
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every instance to secure that their loco- 
motives are provided with spark-pre- 
venting appliances. I do not know what 
my right hon. friend behind me may have 
to say to this, but I would earnestly 
suggest to him that his company, in 
concert with other railway companies, 
should look into this matter, and ascer- 
tain what are the best appliances used in 
other countries for the prevention of 
sparks. If they did that, and it was shown 
that the companies had adopted the hest 
possible appliances, then the present lay 
would probably be held to be sufficient to 
meet the evil. Speaking for myself, | 
shall vote against the Bill. 

Mr. RENSHAW rose to continue the 
debate. 

Mr. JEFFREYS: | beg to move that 
the Question be now put. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Although the Bill 
has been under discussion but a compara- 
tively short time, it appeared to me before 
the hon. Member rose that the debate was 


almost exhausted. I shall therefore. 
under the circumstances, accept the 
motion. 


Question, “* That the Question be now 
put,” put, and agreed to, 

Question put accordingly, “ That the 
Bill be now read a second time.” 

The House divided :—Avyes, 307 ; Noes, 
80. (Division List No. 40.) 
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HOUSE. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : [think it would 
be tor the convenience of the House that 
| should ; now unnounce that we do 


\TES), | Hot 


prop se 


to-morrow to tale the 








Bill to extend the privileges ot the 


Graduates ot the 
ordered to be brought in hy Mr. 
Mr. Alfred Mr. Hum 
phreys-Owen. Mr. Kenyon, and Colonel 


Universits ot Wales. 
Thomas. 


Jones, 


Pryce-Jones. 


UNIVERSITY OF WALES (GRADU ATES) 
BILL. 
“To extend the privileges of the 


Crraduates of the University of Wales.” 
presented accordingly, and read the first 
time: to be read a second time 

Wednesday next, and to be printed, 


| Bill 8S. | 


Upon 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 


Kirst Report brought up. and read. 


Report to lie pon the Table. and to be 


| No. Oo.) 


printed. 


PUBLIC) PETITIONS COMMIEPTEER. 


lirst Report brought lp and read ; to 
lie pon the Table, and to be printed, 


Brvimor 


appointment of the Committee on the 
Civil List as was originally intended, but 
that the first Order of the Day to-morrow 
will bean amendment of Standing Ordet 
No. 21.) The Amendment will read as 
follows 


Member, o1 


heen sus 


“Provided also, that if any 
Members acting jointly, who have 
pended under this order from the service of 
the Hlouse, shall refuse to obey the direction 
of the Speaker, the Speaker shall call the 
attention of the House to the fact that 
recourse to force is necessary in order to com 
pel obedience to his direction, and the Mem 
her or Members who have refused to obey his 
direction shall thereupon, and without further 
question put. he suspended from the service of 


the House during the remainder of the 
Session.” 
I vive no notice with regard to th 


Gentlemen who did, unfortunately, refus 
to obey your ruling, 
ini possible to deal with persons during 


as it is evidently 


their enforced absence trom this Tlouse. 
| also beg to give notice that LT shall sus 
pend the Twelve o'clock Rule to-morrow 
for the purpose of carrying the amend- 
ment of the Standing Order. 


\djourned at five minutes before 
Six of the cloek 
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Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 7th March, 1901. 
TOOK THE OATH. 

The Lord Forbes took the Oath. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorbd CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
_ments had laid upon the Table the Cer- 
t tificates from the Examiners that the 
= further Standing Orders applicable to the 
= following Bills have been complied with : 
Freshwater, Yarmouth, and Newport 
Railway [H.1. ]. 

Alfreton Gas [11.L.}. 

Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway (No. 1) [H.L.]. 

Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway (No. 2) [ H.0.]. 


erston by the 


we 


leon 


> Easton and Church Hope Railway 
5 [H.1. | 

* Lynton and Barnstaple Railway [1.1]. 
£ The same were ordered to lie on the 
~ Table. 


NS BETHLEM HOSPITAL BILL [111.}. 
BRIDEWELL HOSPITAL BILL [11.1.}. 


wren 


CHRIST'S HOSPITAL (LONDON) BILL 
4 (H.L.]. 
: ST. BARTHOLOMEW’S HOSPITAL BILL 
: [H.L. |]. 


Reports of His Majesty’s Attorney 
k General received, and ordered to lie on 
. the Table. 


ee 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEEF. 
Report from, That the Standing Orders 


# not complied with in respect of the 


F following Bills ought to be dispensed 
‘with, and the Bills allowed to proceed : 
. Cowes Ferry [HL |. 

Mersey Docks and Harbour Board 
(Canada Dock Works, ete.) [11.1.]. 
Sutton-in-Ashfield = Urban District 

(Water) [11.1.]. 
Dover Gas | HLL. |. 


That the Standing Orders not complied 
with in respect of the 
Birmingham City Tramways — Bill 


[U.1. | 


VOL, XC. [FourTH SERIES. } 





{7 Marcu 1901} 


Business. 766 


powers to construct Tramways Nos. 1, 2, 
3, 4, and 5 bestruck out of the Bill unless 
the consent of the local and road autho- 
rities shall be proved before the Com- 
mittee on the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied 
with in respect of the 

Harrogate Corporation Bill [H..] 
ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill 
allowed to proceed, provided that Clause 
7 be struck out of the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied 
with in respect of the 
s3rompton and Piccadilly Cireus Rail- 
way (Extensions) Bill | H.1.] 
ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill 
allowed to proceed, provided that Rail- 


'ways Nos, 2, 3, 4,5, 6, and 7 be struck 


out of the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied 
with in respect of the 

Chester Corporation Tramways Bill 

[H.1.] 

ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill 
allowed to proceed, provided that Tram- 
ways Nos. 1, 2, and so much of Tramway 
No. 6 as lies beyond the eity boundary, 
he struck out of the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied 
with in respect of the 
South Western and Isle of Wight 
Junction Railway Bill [4,1] 


ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill 


allowed to proceed, provided that Clauses 


6, 11, 56,57, 58, and 59 be struek out of 


the Bill. 


That the standing Orders not complied 
with in respect of the 
Tramways Bill 


Wigan Corporation 


[1 L.| 
ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill 
allowed to proceed, provided that Tram- 
way No. 2 be struck out of the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied 
with in respect of the 
Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads 
SiN [1.n.] 
ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill 


ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill allowed to proceed, provided that Tram- 
illoved to proceed, provided that the | way No. 3 be struck out of the Bill, 


2E 
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That the Standing Orders not complied | the provisions of Section 40 of the Factory 
with in respect of the | and Workshop Act, 1895, to factories and 
South Lancashire Tramways Dill [H.v.] | workshops in which is carried on the 
making of pens. Laid before the House 


ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on 


allowed to proceed, provided that Tram-| the Table. 
ways Nos. 7 and & be struck out of the | aanidtids 


Bill. 
PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL [1.1]. 
Read, and agreed to. A Bill to amend the Acts relating to 
BRISTOL, CLIFTON. AND WEST. OF public libraries, museums, and gymna- 
ENGLAND ZOOLOGICAL SOCIETY | Sits, and to regulate the liability of 
BILL [H.1.]. /managers of libraries to proceedings for 
libel --- was presented by the Lord 


WESTON-SUPER-MARE GAS BILL [1.1] Windsor ; read +14; and to be ‘printed, 





WISBECH WATER BILL [H.1.}. (No. 16.) 
OMAGH GAS BILL [H.1.]. 
ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE CREMATION BILL [4.1.1]. 


BILL [H.1.]. 
FAVERSHAM WATER BILL [H.1.]. : 
‘ sien Order of the Day for the Second Read- 


SHEFFIELD wae RAILWAY BILL ing read. 
CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL [uu | Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, 
NITRATE RAILWAYS COMPANY BILL | the object of this Bill is to provide for the 
[H.L. } regulation of the burning of human 
remains, and to enable burial authorities 
to establish crematoria. This power is 
LONDON UNDERGROUND RAILWAYS. | at present exercised in many large towns 
Message from the Commons that they under the various provisions of different 
concur in the Resolution of this House, | P'ivate Acts of Parliament. As the noble 
ordered to be communicated to them on | #24 Jearned Lord on the Woolsack stated 
Monday last on the subject of London last year* itis much better, both in order 
Underground Railways, as desired by this | © Save expense and also for the sake of 
House. 4 z uniformity, that the practice of cremation, 
which is a rapidly growing practice, 
ae . | should be conducted under some general 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. Act of Parliament. It is proposed by this 
— Bill that cremation should be partly under 
CHINA, No. 2 (1901). | the jurisdiction of the Local Govern- 
ment Board and partly under that of 
the Home Office. The Bill provides that 
the plans of crematoria and the fees to be 
charged shall be approved by the Local 
Government Board, and that the Home 
QUEEN ANNE'S BOUNTY. | Office shall regulate the conditions under 
Annual Report and Accounts of the | which burning shall be permitted to take 
Governors for year ended 31st December, | place. Clause 5 imposes penalties for any 
1900. | breach of these regulations ; in Clause 
| 7 it is provided that nothing in the Act 
Presented (by Command), and ordered | shall authorise the burial authority to 
to lie on the Table. |ereate or permit a nuisance; and by 
| Clause 8 all private Act regulations are 
er ets eect wore wy Nao | superseded by the regulations of the 
/ sATe F nA B- \ AUELS: - 
PEN-MAKING). we See Zhe Parliamentary Debates (Fourth 
Order made by the Secretary of State | Series} Vol. Ixxxiv., — >. and 1269. 
for the Home Department, dated 12th | Canaan tea” le a ae 
July, 1900, applying, with modifications, | volume, ) 


[SECOND READING. | 





Read 1¢. 


Despatch from His Majesty’s Ambas- | 
sador at St. Petersburg respecting the | 
Russo-Chinese Agreement as to Man- 
churia. 
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Home Office. Last year the noble Lord 
the Secretary for Scotland asked me to 
exclude Scotland from the Bill, but I have 
received a pressing letter from the Cre- 
mation Society of Scotland begging that 
Scotland may be included. On that 
point, however, I should be quite willing 
todo whatever the Secretary for Scotland 
may desire. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read, 
9",°—(Lord Monksirell.) 


Lord BELPER: My Lords, I do not 
think it is necessary for me to say much 
with regard to this Bill, as it is framed, 
on the same lines as the Bill which left 
your Lordships’ House last year. It may 
be within the recollection of the House 
that, to the Bill, | moved a good many 
Amendments on behalf of the Home 
Office, the object of the main portion of 
them being to make the Bill refer. not 
only to local authorities which in future 
might wish to start crematoria, but also 
to those local authorities which already | 
had powers under private Acts. It was 
thought desirable that in regard to this 
matter local authorities should be sub- 
jected to general regulations made by the 
Secretary of State, and that crematoria 
established and kept up by private 
individuals should also be subjected to 
such regulations. In giving the assent 
of the Home Secretary to this Bill I have 
only to say that the right hon. Gentleman 
reserves the power to consider any points 
which may arise when the Bill reaches 
the other House. 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 24 
accordingly, and committed to a Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on Monday next. 

THE BRITISH POST OFFICE AT 

SALONIKA, 

Lorp NEWTON : My Lords, I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs what steps are being taken to 
obtain from the Porte the recognition 
ot the British post office established last 
year at Salonika; and whether he will 
undertake that the expenditure sanec- 
tioned for one year in connection with this 
post office shall be renewed in the event 
of the Porte still refusing recognition at | 
the expiration of that period. This some- 
what trivial question occupied the atten- | 


i 
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Office at Salonika, 770 
tion of the late Government for a con- 
s:derable time, and has formed the subject 
of much correspondence and many 
inquiries both here and in another place. 
As your Lordships are no doubt aware, 
owing to the complete incapacity of the 
Turkish Government to provide a proper 

postal system, civilised Powers are in the 

‘habit of maintaining post offices there 
for the benefit of their own subjects. 
These post offices are not established for 
the purpose of earning a revenue, but in 
order to administer to the commercial 
necessities of these foreign communities. 

In the town of Salonika British trade 
interests are still greater than the interests 
of any other Power. The British com- 
mercial community were under a con- 
siderable disadvantage for a long time 
through the absence of postal facilities, 
but after much trouble. and owing 
largely to representations from the 
Embassy at Constantinople and from 
the various British Chambers of Com- 
merce in Turkey, the Post Office and the 
Foreign Office agreed, about a year ago, 
to the establishment of a British post 
office at Salonika, which has proved a 
complete success, and has conferred a 
great benefit on the British community. 
Following its usual practice, the Turkish 
Government refused its recognition of 
the office. In most cases, whether the 
Turkish Government grants its recogni- 
tion or not to a foreign post office is a 
matter of very small importance, because 
the majority of these post offices are 
situated in seaport towns, and all that 
take the mails on 
board the vessel. But the case of 
Salonika is different. The mails are 
taken by train, and by the simple ex- 
pedient of refusing to allow the British 
mails to be carried inthe mail bags the 
Turkish Government have succeeded in 
making this post office a considerable 
expense to the British Government, 
whereas it would, if we were able to obtain 
our rights, prove a paying and remunera- 
tive concern. 

I understand that the cost of the post 
office is £700 a year, and that the 
Treasury are disposed to discontinue 
providing this money. The expendi- 
ture is incurred in sending messengers 
daily to and from the Servian frontier. 
I do not think it is surprising, under 
the circumstances. that the Treasury 
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{LORDS} 


should object to finding the £60 a month | 


which this costs ; but before any action 
is taken on this point | should like to 
make as strong an appeal as | can to the 
Foreign Secretary and the Postmaster- 
General to use their power in order that 
we may not perform what I can only 
deseribe as a somewhat humiliating sur- 
render. 
unwise procedure to sanction this expen- 
diture for only one year, for that is ob- 
viously a temptation to the Turkish 
Government to obstruct the working of 


I venture to think it is a very! 


the office, in the hope that His Majesty’s | 


Government will get tired of providing 
the money. We are not asking from 
the Turkish Government any particular 
privilege for ourselves, but only to be 
ullowed to enjoy the right which is en- 
joved by other nations. The French 
Government and the Austrian Govern- 
ment have for some time maintained post 
offices in this town for the benefit of 
their respective communities, but they 
had at first the same obstruction and 
difficulties to surmount. What they 
were able to overcome we ought to be 
able to overcome. 

' A promise was actually obtained from 


the Turkish Foreign Office, in September | 


last, that our request should be complied 
with. [am not one of those persons who 
are in favour of what I venture to call 


the continual bullying of the Turkish 


Government on all sorts of questions ; I 


go so far as to say that we have damaged | 
the objection was founded upon sufficient 


our influence in Turkey by taking up 
causes with which we had no immediate 
coneern; but I think we ought to use 
all the pressure we can command to 
secure their recognition of this post office. 
We are represented by an Ambassador 
whose relations with the Porte are, 
happily, better than those of his pre- 
decessor, and I do not see why there 
should be any difficulty in getting our 
way on this question. We are not asking 
for money. There is nothing more 
difficult than to extract money trom the 
Turkish Government. Neither are we 


asking for reform, which is equally | 


difficult to secure. We are simply asking 


for something which we are entitled to, | 


and which other nations enjoy. It is 
merely a case of insisting upon the fulfil- 
ment of a promise which has been made to 
us, and the granting of a right which has 
been extended to other nations. 
Lord Newton, 


This 
( 


Office at Salonika. 779 
may be described as a trumpery question, 
but there is an important principle in- 
volved. We ought not to submit to what 
I can only term the senseless obstruction 
of the Turkish Government. If the 
Seeretury of State for Foreign Affairs 
will only go so far as to accede to the 
request contained in my question, | am 
confident that the result will immediately 
be seen in the disappearance of this 
obstruction. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LANSDOWNE): The subject which the 
noble Lord has brought before your 
Lordships has engaged the attention of 
the Foreign Office for some time past, 
and I do not know that our view of it 
differs very greatly from that which he 
has expressed. We came to the conclu- 
sion that it was desirable in the interests 
of our considerable commercial com- 
munity in Salonika that there should be 
a British post office there, and it seemed 
to us only reasonable that privileges 
which had already been conceded in that 
port to other Powers—France and Austria 


—should not be denied to us. We 
thought our case was strengthened 


owing to the fact that lately another 
foreign Power—Germany—has — been 
allowed to establish post offices at Beirut, 
Jerusalem, and Smyrna. The Porte 
objected to our proposal, and we did not 
think, under the circumstances, that 


grounds. But in view of that objection, 
as a provisional measure we opened a 
post office in the buildings of the Con- 
sular Office at Salonika, and that post 
oftice has been open since May of last 
year. That arrangement, as the noble 
Lord truly said, was not only an incon- 
venient but a very expensive one, owing 
to the fact that the mails have to be 
earried by messengers from Salonika to 
the frontier. The expense is about 
£700 a year. 

The noble Lord asked us what steps 
we have taken in order to deal with this 
difficulty. I find that in October last 
a representation was made to the Turkish 
| Ambassador at His Majesty‘s Court here. 
That representation was repeated in 
January of the present year, and at the 
same time representations were made at 
| Constantinople through the British Am- 
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bassador at that place. I heard a few 
days ago, wroicially, it is true, but 
from a reliable source, that we might 
expect a reply to these representations 
in a few days. That reply has not yet 
reached us ; but since the noble Lord's 
notice appeared on the Paper I have 
again mentioned the subject to the 
Turkish Ambassador and pressed upon 
him the necessity of putting an end to 
the procrastination that has already 
taken place with regard to this subject. 
That is all the information I can give 
my noble friend at present. 

He also asks us whether we will 
undertake that the expenditure 
sunctioned for one year in connection 
with this post office shall be renewed 


in the event of the Porte  declin- 
ing to comply with our representa- 
tions. L will ask my noble friend 


to excuse me from discussing the 
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Office is concerned to a greater extent 
than the Department over which I pre- 
side, as the chief expense—the conveyance 
of the mails from Salonika to the frontier 
by messengers—is charged on the Foreign 
Office Votes. 1 therefore think my 
noble friend should leave the matter in 
ithe hands of the noble Marquess the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
and His Majesty's representative at 
Constantinople, who is doing all in his 
power to secure the approval of the 
Sublime Porte to the maintenance of a 
post office at Salonika. IJ trust, in the 
interests of the British inhabitants,that he 
may be successful. If the noble Marquess 
the Secretary of State sees his way to 
again approach the Treasury on this 
| matter, | shall, so far as lies in my power, 
endorse and support any arguments he 
| may put forward in support of the con- 
tinuance of this post office. 


: : wh 
financial arrangements we might make 


in the hypothetical case of the Porte’s 
continuing to turn a deaf ear to our 
representations. Those representations 
will still be urged, and until we learn. 
which [ hope we shall not, that they 
have been addressed to the Porte in vain, 
| think it is better not to enter into the 
question of the financial arrangements 
that might be made in case the negotia- 
tions should fail. 


Lorp NEWTON: May [ say that in 
my opinion the noble Marquess’s repre- 
sentations would be very much strength- 
ened if he would comply with my  re- 
quest, and intimate that he is prepared 
to continue this payment in the event 
of the Porte still refusing its recognition 
of the British post office | 


Tht POSTMASTER GENERAL (The 
Marquess of LONDONDERRY): My Lords, 
I endorse all that has fallen from my 
noble friend the Foreign Secretary, and 
would remind the noble Lord who has 
rated’ this question that when the post 
office at Salonika was established it was 
on the distinct understanding that it 
should be for one year only. That | 
stipulation was made in consequence of 
the opposition it met with at the hands 
of the Turkish Government. It is of 
course quite impossible at the present 
moment to make any definite statement 
as to what will be done in the future. 
This is a question in which the Foreign 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
before Five of the clock, till 
To-morrow, haif-past Ten of 
the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 7th March, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


CITY OF LONDON 
MARKET) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


(SPITALFIELDS 
(BY ORDER.) 


Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.) said it 
would not, fortunately, be necessary for 
him to detain the House for more thana 
few moments. This Bill made provision 
for the repurchase by the City of London 
of Spitalfields Market. Many centuries 
back a market monopoly was granted to 
the City of London, long before the 
borough which he had the honour to 
represent came into existence. It was 
felt that the time had now arrived when 
that monopoly should be broken through. 
He fully concurred that this Bill was one 
which could not be properly discussed in 
the House. It required investigation 
by a Committee upstairs, and he was 
glad to know that the promoters took 
the same view, and were prepared to 
have that full inquiry. It was under- 
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stood that the other Bill referring to 
the same subject should go to the same 
Committee, and he did not therefore 
intend to press the motion which stood 
in his name. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 


understood that the hon. Member in. 


charge of the Bill acquiesced in the 
arrangement that the two Bills on this 
subject should go to the same Committee, 
and he, too, therefore did not press his 
opposition. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and com- 


mitted. 
RATES) 


DUBLIN (EQUALISATION OF 


BILL. (By ORDER.) 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror LRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover) said he 
wished in a few words to state the 
position of the Government in regard to 
this measure. It would be within the 
recollection of many hon. Members that 
a very similar Bill passed the House in 
1899, but was abandoned owing to in- 
ability to arrive at an agreement in regard 
to the Lords’ Amendment. A_ similar 
Bill was also passed by the House last 
year, and he might mention en passant 
that the ratepayers had already expended 
£54,000 in seeking to achieve the object 
aimed at by this Bill. The Bill of last 
year was referred to a Joint Committee 
of both Houses—a Committee of a very 
representative character, which unani- 
mously recommended that legislation 
should be pressed on Parliament fol- 
lowing upon the lines of the London 
Equalisation of Rates Bill. The Leader 
of the House, when that recommendation 
was pressed upon him, promised to give 
it careful consideration, and undertook 
to inform the promoters before November 
whether the Government would or 
would not be in a position to lend its aid 
to carry such a Bill during the following 
session. But the General Election and 
the reconstruction of the Government 
rendered {it impossible for them to 
redeem that pledge. 
Mr, Gray. 


{COMMONS} 


The Government 
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' had examined the present Bill, and had 
| found that it was drawn in almost exact 
/aecordance with the recommendation of 
‘the Committee. But it must be borne 
‘in mind that the cases of London and 
Dublin were not exactly on all fours, 
London constituted an entity of local 
government, but in Dublin there were 
several entities, and there was a danger 
that some hardship or injustice might 
arise to the townships concerned from the 
purely automatic effect of such a measure, 
The question was to what extent they 
would benefit from the road lighting and 
sanitation. The Government would, 
therefore, feel bound to introduce Amend- 
ments to safeguard the townships in 
that matter. They would not oppose 
the Second Reading, but it must be 
perfectly understood that their Amend- 
ments must be embodied in the Bill. 
Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin. Har- 
hour), on behalf of the promoters, 
undertook to accept the Government 
proposals, and Mr. MOORE( Antrim, N.) 
also, under the circumstances, withdrew 
his opposition to the Second Reading. 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a 
mitted, 


second time. and com- 


LONDON RIVERSIDE FISH MARKETS 
BILL. (By ORDER.) 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed. 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time. | 


Mr. LOUGH said he did not propose 
to press his opposition to this Bill 
although he considered that it was a 
very bad one. He was, however, con- 
fident that when it came to be considered 
by a Committee it would not be allowed 
to pass. It set forth statements which 
he, for one, could not accept, as to the 
right of the City Corporation to establish 
markets outside the City boundaries. 
This question of markets was a vital one 
to the people of London, and should the 
Bill pass through the Committee he pro- 
posed to reserve to himself the right at 


a later stage to oppose it. 


Mr. GRAY said he wished to make the 
same reservation. He understood, how- 
ever, that the promoters were willing 
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that the Bill should be subjected to 
careful investigation upstairs, and_ he, 
therefore, would reserve his opposition. 


Personally, he thought that the City of 


London ought not to have the right to 
prohibit the establishment of markets 
in great towns which had grown up 


since the time it was granted its mono- | 


poly. 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and com- | 


mitted, 


THAMES LIGHTERMEN 


(By ORDER.) 


BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. ALBAN GIBBS (London), in 
moving the Second Reading of this Bill, 
said it was intended to make further 
provision for navigating lighters and 
barges on the Thames and in the Port 
of London, and altering for that purpose 
Section 66 of the Watermen and 
Lightermen Act. It was claimed by 
the Watermen’s Company that barges 
and lighters working in the Port of 
London and on the Thames between 
Teddington Lock and Gravesend should 
be navigated only by men whose qualifi- 
cation was a licence from the Water- 
mens Company. This Bill, therefore, 
destroyed a monopoly. If these lighter- 
men went out on strike and refused to 
navigate barges, the owners had no 
remedy at all. 
they could get people in to do the work, 
as long as the lightermen were on strike, 


but supposing they had engaged a man. | 
tu navigate a barge at eight o'clock in | 


the morning, if any lighterman choose 
to present himself at one o'clock on the 
same day they were bound to get rid of 
the man first engaged and to take on 
the lighterman., 
of the Port of London represented some- 
thing like 252 millions sterling, and 
much of it was dealt with by lightermen. 


It was of great importance that this | 


matter should be looked into, especially 
when, as happened recently, the lighter- 
men came out on, strike for something 
like three months, with the result that 
the whole trade was disorganised and 
the Port of London greatly injured. 


The difficulty arose from the fact that, 
the owners of barges were unable to 
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Now, the foreign trade | 
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navigate their own vessels, and were 
compelled to employ licensed watermen. 
He did not think anything could be said 
against the desirability of making it 
possible for lightermen to work their 
own barges. At present the greater 
part of the work was done by tugs, and 
the lighterman simply sat in the stern 
‘of the barge, which was tugged down 
‘the river by steam, and received his pay 
'when he condescended to call for it. 
His hon. friend opposite had put down 
‘an Amendment to the effect that this 
| Bill ought not to be proceeded with 
while the Royal Commission on the Port 
of London was sitting. But in the 
opinion of the promoters of this Bill 
this was not a matter which was referred 
to the Royal Commission. Moreover, 
it was a matter of great urgency that 
the Port of London should be protected 
and enabled to do its own work. He 
therefore hoped that the Bill might be 
allowed to pass. But if his right hon. 
friend the President of the Board ot 
Trade considered that this really was a 
matter which was referred to the Royal 
Commission, and which, therefore, could 
not properly be proceeded with in this 
' House, he could only say that he would 
‘urge very strongly upon him that he 
should do his best to induce the Royal 
Commission to take this particular work 
in hand, and to issue an interim Report. 
Of course if that were done he would 
withdraw the Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Tue PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
| TRADE (Mr. GreraALp Batrour, Leeds, 
| Central) said he had no doubt whatever 
that this subject was within the reference 
to the Royal Commission on the Port ot 
London. The Royal Commissioners had 
themselves taken the same view, fora day 
or two ago he received a letter from the 
|Watermen’s Company, in which the 
following passage occurred— 


“The Royal Commission on the Port of 
| London have notified the Watermen’s Com- 
pany that their rights and privileges are to be 
inquired into by them, and have allowed the 
ae to be represented by counsel before 
them.” 


circumstances it would 
this House 


Under the 
be very undesirable for 
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to take into consideration a Bill: to be referred to the Examiners of Peti- 
dealing with the matter. As to the tions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
suggestion of his hon. friend that the [Bill 89.] 
Commissioners should be invited to make = 
an interim Report, he was quite willing seal Maael ik iain deta 
to bring that to their notice and to leave SELECTION OF ME) SERS FOR SER. 
it for the Commissioners themselves to KQUAL TREATM “i ve ee 
a hether or not it was expedient Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) 
said the Instruction which he proposed 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- to move spoke for itself. its intention 
lets. Poplar) said it seemed to him, being that equal —— should be 
without going into the merits of the 8!ven to all Members of the House alike, 
question, that it would not be right, and he ventured to think that the present 
under the particular circumstances which Wess taomt opporvine tine tor movmg 
had been drawn attention to, to press such en Instruction, having regard wi 
ee ee cael San wan Chesehone very the fact that this was a new Parliament. 
glad that it was to be withdrawn. "| a seiowyleinaga had of late grown Sp So exe 
barristers and others who did not care 
to serve on Select Committees. No such 
intention existed when such Committees 
Bill withdrawn. were originally set up, and the practice 
should no longer be permitted. In the 
minds of most hon. Members, serving 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


PRIVATE RILLS (STANDING ORDER 63 ‘ . . 
COMPLIED WITH). upon these Committees was nothing less 

Table than drudgery, and in many cases only 
performed from a high sense of public 
duty. A Return which was published 
in connection with this subject showed 
that 300 Members of the House never 
served on a single Committee throughout 
the last Parliament. the result being that 
Metropolitan Electric Supply Bill. half the Members of the House had done 
Ordered. That the Bill be r : 7 the whole of this unpleasant work. * A 
a oes sill be read a second large number of those who did none ot 


Mr. Speaker laid upon the 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. That. in the 
case ot the following Bill. referred on the 
First Reading thereof. Standing Order 
No. 63 has been complied with. viz. : 


scat this work were barristers. who claimed 

DUBLIN CORPORATION (MARKETS, penn teria vious — he arte gh 4 

ETC.) BILL. (By ORDEr.) : stop to _o any woes a «Ind 

; : vweing granted to a particular Class. Ot 
LONDO ‘OUNTY COUNC eran boa! : 

ONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SPITAL- all people in the world, of all Members 


FIELDS MARKETS) BILL SY ORDER . : 
; ILL. (BY ORDER.) | of the House, barristers were least en- 


SHIPLEY Pe eOVEMENT BILL. titled to this privilege. They were 
(By ORDER.) specially fitted, from their legal training. 
Read a second time, and committed. | to sit upon Committees. where the duties 


consisted of hearing and sifting evidence, 
and they were men who made the least 
‘sacrifices and had most to gain of any 
class of men who entered Parliament. 


PAISLEY GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER. 

sil to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act. 

20) ‘elating rly dere 4 } 
12, relating to Paisley, ordered to be Motion made, and Question proposed, 
brought im by The Lord Advocate and | ‘that it be an Instruction to the Com 
Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland. mittee that. in selecting Members to serve 
Ree es . ; on Committees for the consideration of 
PAISLEY GAS — ORDER Private Bills. exemption shall not be 

, Ala 

“To confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, ..* The Returns showing the service of 
1892. relating to Paisley.” presented Members on Private Bill and Select Com- 
“ve “di ly 5 > _ eee mittees are included in the Appenilices to the 
accordingly, and read the first time: last volume of Debates each session. 


‘ 


granted to any Member on the ground of 
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781 Selection of Members for 


his private profession, business, or avo- 
eation, and all Members shall receive 
equal treatment and consideration.’ — 
(Mr. D. A. Thomas.) 


*Mr. ILALSEY (Iertfordshire, Wat- 
ford), as Chairman of the Committee 
of Selection, objected that the motion, 
if carried, would limit the scope and 
would take away all discretion from 
the Committee of Selection as to the 
choice of Members who should serve. If 
it were carried, the Selection Committee 
would be ho longer able to select : they 
woul! have no choice; they would have 
nerely to establish a sort of rota, every 
Member in turn having to serve, no 
watter how unsuitable he might be for 
the particular Committee for which he 
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feo 


¢ 


Private Bill Committees. 


there were encouraging signs that Mem- 
bers were becoming more alive to this 
duty, and this session fewer Members 


‘had endeavoured to raise objections 
‘than had been the case for a long time 


was selected. The existing instructions to | 


the Committee were sufficient, in his 
opinion, and in the opinion of his pre- 
decessor, Sir John Mowbray. Theretore 
he thought the motion should not be 
accepted, but that the hands of the Com- 
nittee ot Selection should be left. free. 
Neither practising barristers nor any 
other class had a right to be exempted 
ot the ground of their profession or avo- 
vation, but on the other hand it was not 
right to say that no exemption should 
ie given to any person on any ground. 
Every application for exemption should 
ve considered on its merits, and the Com- 
vittee should deal with each case as it 
ame before them. All Members were 
ound to on Committees when 
villed upon, and they ought not to be 
lieved of their duty except under 
special circumstances. The power in the 
wnds of the Committee of Selection 
vis a Very great power ; it was exercised 
vith the greatest care. The way in 
vhich the Committee did its work was 
dvantageous to Parliament. and, in his 
pition, it would be undesirable to recon- 
‘der the rules. Admittedly committee 
wrk was much more arduous than in 
omer times, owing to so many more 


serve 


wastires coming before it, and it was as | 


wh the duty of Members to serve on 
‘ommittees as to attend the sittings of 
he House. He was glad to say that 


past. On the other hand, he was pleased 
to say he had had many applications 
from young enibers eager to serve on 
Committees. and those applications would 
be encouraged. Under those circum- 


stances he urged the House to leave well 
alone and not to aecept the motion of the 


hon. Member. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.) did not 
desire to occupy the attention of the 
House for more than a momont, but as 


admittedly there were many Members of 


che House who never sat on Committees, 
he thought the motion ought to be sup- 


| ported. 


| 282, 


cles 
duty as members of these Committees, 
whilst others were allowed to shirk their 
duty 
/was a matter which affected the whole 
of the Members of the House, and it was 
monstrous 
should receive exemptions which were 
not extended to all. The fact of the 
matter 
Members wished to have the honour of 
sitting in the House, but shirked doing 
their fair share of this arduous and dis- 
tasteful work. 
the Instruction. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) 


supported the Instruction on the ground 
of the equality of all Members of the 


House so far as their duty to their con- 


stituencies was concerned. He was glad 


to learn that many new Members were, 
as had been suggested, desirous of serving 


m these Committees, but many new 
Members not in the position of distin- 


guished lawyers. bankers, or merchants— 
Members representing Labour constituen- 


devoted their time and did their 


by obtaining exemptions. This 


that one set of Members 


was that a certain number of 


He cordially supported 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 130 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 41.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Rhondda) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue.,Stroud 
Allhusen, Augustus 
Ambrose, Robert 


Henry E. 
| Balcarres, Lord 





Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitlRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 





Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
| Beaumont, Wentworth C, B, 

| 


! 
| 
| 


Bell, Richard 








— 
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Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burns, Jolin 

Burt, Thomas 

Caine, Willian Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Carew, James Laurence 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutfy, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farrell, James Patrick 

Flo ver, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gartit, William 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, Maj. Evans (T’rH mlts 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gurdon, SirWilliam Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hammond, John 

Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, Rh. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Haslem, Sir Alfred 8. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Arkwright John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r | 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds | 
Balfour, Maj. K.R.{Chiristeh. ) 
Banes, Major George Edward 
Barry, Sir Francis T (Windsor | 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin | 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol | 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. | 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles | 
Black, Alexander William | 
Blake, Edward 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boulnois, Edmund 
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Private Lill Comiittees. 


(COMMONS} 


| Hayden, John Patrick | 
Hayne, Rt. Hon.CharlesSeale- | 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Hermon- Hodge, Robert T. 
Hobhouse,C. E. H.(Bristol,E.) 
Hope, J. F.(Shef’ld, Brightside 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William(Carnarvonsh. ) 


| Joyce, Michael 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W .(Salop) 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, Geerge 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leng, Sir Jon 


| Lloyd-George, David 


Lough, Thomas 

Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Mather, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morton, E. J.C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, J. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
(Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

O’ Connor, James(Wicklow, W. 
(Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

OU’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
0’ Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


NOES. 


Bowles,Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Broadhurst, Henry 


| Brodrick, Rt Hon. St. John 
| Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | 


| Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh) 


Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J Austen( Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady | 


| Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 


a 
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Partington, Oswald 
Pemberton, John S, G. 
Pirie, Dunean V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
teddy, M. 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Russell, T. W. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford. 
Sandys, Lt.-Col Thos. Myles 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Sm th, AbelH.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thompson, IF’. W.( York, W.R.) 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Williams,Osimond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid) 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wodehonse, Hn. Armine( Essex 
Wodehouse,SirJ.T( Huddersfd 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. 
Yoxall, Jaines Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYEs— 
Mr. D. A. Thomas and Mr. 
Fenwick 


Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar,JohnA. (Inverness-sh.} 
Dewar, Tl’. R(T’rH’mlets,S. Geo. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John I’. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Dimsdale, Sir J. Cocktfield 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duncan, James H. 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Kt. Hon. Sir Win. Hart 
Edwards, Frank 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 

Faber, George Denison 
Farqubarson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.(Maner 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. E. Algernon 
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Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 


Foster, Sir M. (London Univ. | 


Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gibbs, Ha A.G. H.(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans) 
uordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gore, Hon. #. S. Ormsby- 


Gretton, John 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHn. LordG(M’d’x 
Hamilton, Mary of(L’nd’nd’rry 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, , Leverton (Tynem’th 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon, Claude George 
lleath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, Jas. (Staffords., N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon.CharlesH. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hobhouse, Hy. (Somerset, E.) 
Horner, Frederick William 
louldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,CaptJ (Kent, aversh. 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, Col. Edwin 

Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. L. 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, David I. (Swansea) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kimber, Henry 

Kinloch, Sir J. George Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

law, Andrew Bonar 

lawrence, William F. 

Luwson, John Grant 


lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. | 


lee. CaptA. H.( Hants, Fareh’m 
leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 


leighton, Stanley 
Leveson-Gower,F rederickN.S. | 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
long,Col.Chas. W. (Evesham) 
long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol, | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Loyd, Arehie Kirkman 


LONDON UNDERGROUND RAILWAYS. | 


London Underground 
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Lueas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. HnW.G.E}lison 


| Macdona, John Cumming 


Maconochie, A. W. 
M:Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 


M‘Kaullop, James (Stirlingshire | 
| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, N.) 
; / M‘Laren, Charles B njamin 
Greene,SirEW (B’ryS.Edin’ds | 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, itHn SirH E.( Wig'n 
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Radcliffe, R. F. : 
Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 


| Reid, James ((zreenock) 


Rentoul, James Alexander 


| Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 


Riteme, Rt. Hu. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 


| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 


| Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse 


| Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 


Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumtriessh. | 


Mellor, Rt. Hon. J. William 
Middlemore, John T. 
Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fredk. G. 
Milton, Viscount 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J.Scott (Hants) 
Mooney, John J. 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morgan,J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hon.J. (Montrose) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert. Grav C. 
Murray, RtHnA Graham (Bute 
Murray.Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdigate, Franc.s Alexander 
Nicholson, Williain Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, SirC M. (Durham) 
Palmer, George W. (Reading) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Percy, Earl 


| Perks, Robert William 
| Pilkington, Richard 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Frances 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 


* THE 


CHAIRMAN 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Edw..J 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 


| Seton-Karr, Henry 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, KtHnC. R.( Northants 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edw. James(Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxtd Univ.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Eruest 
Tutnell, Colonel Edward 
Tully, Jasper 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wallace, Robert 
Walrond, Kt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Friderick 
Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Welby,Lt-ColA.C. E(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Rt HnJ Poweil-(Birm 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm.H.( Yorks.) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Halsey and Mr. Sydney 
Buxton. 


or WAYS) aAnpb 


Lords Message [5th March], communi- | MEANS (Mr. J. W. Lowrer, Cumber- 


tating a Resolution relative to the ap- 
pintment of a Joint Committee on 


land, Penrith), in moving that the House 
| do agree with the Lords in this resolu- 


london Underground Railways, con- | tion, said that no less than fourteen Bills 
sidered, 


| had been presented to Parliament that 








(87 Delurns, { COMMONS: Lieports, be. Hae 
session dealing with tube railways. He PETITIONS. 

had consulted with the Chairman of | —— 
Committees of the House of Lords and | CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 


the President of the Board of Trade, and| Petition from Dorking, for alteration 
they had come to the conclusion that to | of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 

refer all these Bills to a Joint Committee 

would be the best course to pursue. It ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
was obvious that before any of these Bills Caer acenas vt Pee Sree 
could proceed there were certain ques- oats a 
tions which must be determined, such 
as the shape of the tube, the method by 
which the power was to be applied. the) gytp or INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
precautions, if any, which might be) ~~ "" “po CHILDREN _ 
taken against vibration, the damages idtiieis in toveur. thom Dak 
which were to be paid to lessees and occu- Greenock (three) ; Ratcliffe ; Kirton-in- 
piers who might suffer from the working | Lindsey ; Seotter . Whiteinch ; Falkirk ; 
of these tubes or from any annoyance. | Cranstonhill ; and Lewisham ; to lie upon 
and, perhaps the most important ques- the Table 

tin of all, what were to be the lines : 

of communication of these tubes.) gaLeE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
Those were matters which must occupy | TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL 

the attention of Parliament for a con-| Petition from Blairgowrie, in favour: 
siderable time. It was proposed that | to Jie upon the a 

power should be given to the Joint | 

Committee to say what Bills were not to | canee. 

be proceeded with that session, and the | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


probability was that none of the Bills} 00 igs ee ” 
would be proceeded with that amet eee on aaa Rin 
But if the Joint Committee. as he hoped | WAGES) (PEN-MA KING). ; 
it would. arrived - conclusions = these Copy pre ented of Order ot the secre 
lies Pree ss “agen : é e: ee ’ ! ) li - 
= — this session, it would | tary of State, dated 12th July. 1900, 
_— — shone who proposed to MINS | applying. with modifications, the pro- 
sige te — oahu eced on clear visions of Section 40 of the Factory and 
Pn ERS ROAR. Workshops Act. 1895, to Factories and 
Workshops in which is carried on the 
Motion made, and Question proposed, . hop : a ae 
an ‘ making of Pens [by Act]; to lie upon the 

Phat this House doth agree with the yy 

° . . 5 ry } ‘ e. 

Lords in the said Resolution. (The 
Chairman of Ways and Means.) GOLD COAST 


Petition from Salford, for alteration of 
Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


Mn. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) asked| COPY Presented, of Correspondence 
' : relating to the Ashanti War, 1900 [by 
whether the right hon. Gentleman would | C ne are the Tabl ' 
; ; i ° . » Lable. 

get the authority of both Houses to eon- OM Mane | O tle upon ie l 

sider the relationships of these tubes in 
connection with parks and open spaces, 
aud also with the preservation of ancient 
buildings. 


CHINA (No. 2, 1900). 
Copy presented, of Despatch from His 
| Majesty's Ambassador at St. Petersburg 
| respecting the Russo-Chinese Agreement 
*Mn. J. W. LOWTHER said that prob- | # € Manchuria [by Command]; to lie 
/upon the Table. 


ably those subjects would come under the | 
terms of reference, but he would eall the | ; ; Te 1X 
: : slags pes foe ai COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 
attention of the Chairman of Committees | Ss 5, ; 
| 


of the other House to the matter. Copy presented, of Report No. 314 


|(Jamaica, Report for 1899-1900) [by 
Question put, and agreed to. | Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them | SG@RICULTURAL RATES ACT, — 
therewith.—(The Chairman of Ways| Return ordered, * in the following 
and Means.) ‘form, showing for each Parish in the 


Mr. J. WV. Louther, ) 
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is 





greral Poor Law Unions situate wholly | 1896 and 1899; the amount of Poor 
yr for the most part within the counties | Rates collected in the years ended the 
(Carmarthen, Carnarvon, Dorset, Essex, 25th day of March, 1896 and 1900; 

leicester, and Yorks (West Riding) the | and the estimated proportion of such 
nteable value of Agricultural Land and | Rates collected in respect of Agricultural] 
ther property, respectively, in the years Land and other property :— 





| 


Estimated amount, based on Rateable 
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Hi nate: : ¢ , ° A 
5 em vble — ae aa Value, of Poor Rates collected in respect 
_ pon bea “4 Fae ~seta of Agricultural Land and other property, 
P 1e 2 2 2D vatles , ee = , ‘ 
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2 day of day of collected in I : ; 
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i ‘s ended Lady Year 1895-6, Year 1899- 1900. 
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(Mr. Henry Hobhouse.) 
OV ESTIONS | Tne SECRETARY or STATE For 


WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) 
No official communication to this effect 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—NEGOTIA- | has been forwarded by Lord Kitchener. 
TIONS WITH GENERAL BOTHA. | | have invited Lord Kitchener to forward 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | any such case for such prompt reward 
Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask the First | as he may think fitting. 
lord of the Treasury whether it is the | 
ase that communications have been pass-| MILITIA OF FICERS—SENTORITY 
ing between Lord Kitchener and General| Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
Botha, and whether he can inform the | cromby): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
House of the nature of those communiea- | State for War whether his attention has 
tions, been drawn to the case of subaltern 
officers in embodied Militia battalions 
THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- | in South Africa, who are candidates for 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLFour, Manchester, | commissions in the line, and are placed 
Lj): There have been communications, | at comparative disadvantage to those 
jut the Government are not in a position | Militia officers who by staying in England 
tthe present time to make any statement | are able to pass the examinations for 
nthe subject. | direct commissions, and thus gain a year 
jor a vear and a half seniority in the 
/Army: and whether he will take steps 
| to treat suc h officers who are on service 


5 : ; iin the field more generously by allowing 
feld, Ecclesall) : T beg to ask the Secre- | them. on receiving their commissions in 
lary of State for War whether an officer | the Jine, to reckon the time served at the 
with eighteen men held a post during the | itcade’ Kiet tetatnahitn aaah neha i, casei 
ittack on Helvetia against a greatly | ‘ha: hee : 

uperior foree of Boers after the main | aaa 
garrison had surrendered ; and whether) Mr. BRODRICK: We have done all 
he can give the name of this officer, or | that was possible to prevent Militia ean- 


REVERSE AT HELVETIA, 
Sin E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- | 


tate that he has been commended, | didates for commissions from being placed 


| 
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at a disadvantage by reason of their | 


service in South Africa. On the oceasion 
of each of the competitions held since 
Militia battalions went to South Africa. 
a liberal proportion of commissions has 
been allotted to units in South Africa 
to compensate for inability to compete. 
These commissions bear the same date 
as those given to successful competitors 
at the examination. Lord Kitchener | 
will grant fifty commissions in the pre- 
sent month. The hon. Member's pro- | 
posal to antedate commissions so as to 
cover the period of service in) South 
Africa with Militia battalions would 
involve the supersession of many officers, 
and is, I fear, impracticable. 


COURTS-MARTIAL. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War | 
whether he will direct that no officer 
shall be penalised through the decision 
of a court of inquiry or court martial 
without being given the opportunity of 
making his own defence. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Certainly, Sir. The | 
military authorities inform that 
they are not aware of any case in which 
an officer has been penalised through a 
decision of a court martial or court of 
inquiry without his view of the case 
being before them, and I will take care 
that no such case occurs. | 


| 


ine 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY OFFICERS— 
PAY AND ALLOWANCES. | 

Mr. SETON-KARR (St. Helens): [| 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 
War whether he is aware that the | 
effect of placing officers commissioned 
with the Imperial Yeomanry, now being 
recruited under the special Army Order 
of 18th January last, on the ordinary | 
cavalry rates of pay, is that the lieu- 
tenants and second lieutenants receive 


less actual pay than the regimental | 
sergeant-majors, staff sergeants, and | 


sergeant-majors of such Yeomanry, and 
that the second lieutenants receive less 
actual pay than sergeants : whether, in 
view of such discrepancy, he will. under | 
the circumstances, reconsider the rates | 
of pay of the officers of such fmperial 
Yeomanry ; and whether he will, at the 
same time, consider the advisability of | 
raising the present grant to Imperial | 


Yeomanry officers for personal equip- \ping) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
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ment and saddlery to a larger amount, 
in view of the facts that the present 
grant does not nearly cover the lowest 
estimate of cost of such equipment, and 
that officers of the Rhodesian Field 
Force forming part of the Imperial 
Yeomanry Force last year received for 
the same purpose nearly three times the 
amount of the present grant. 


Mr. BRODRICK : So far as actual 
pay is concerned, the facts are as stated 


‘in the first paragraph of the hon. Mem- 


her’s question. But it must be borne in 


‘mind that the officer receives a gratuity 
hat the rate of £100 a year, and colonial 


3s. a day while in South 
which the non-commissioned 
officer does not. [ am not prepared to 
reconsider now the amount of the grant 
for personal equipment. which was fixed 
after very careful consideration, and has 
been in foree throughout the raising of 
the Imperial Yeomanry. 


allowance at 


IRISH YEOMANRY PAY, 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he will state upen what terms 
as to pay the Irish Yeomanry went to 
South Africa ; whether the rate of pay 
was to be 5s. a day after twelve months 


‘service ; and, if so, upon what date this 


rate begins. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STrantey, 
Laneashire, Westhoughton): The Irish 
Yeomanry received on enlistment the 
same rates of pay as the regular cavalry, 
as laid down by the Royal Warrant of 
the 24th December, 1899. The rate of 
pay for a private was raised by Royal 
Warrant of 13th February, 1901, to 5s. 
from the day following that on which 
they completed one year’s service. or 


‘from the Ist February, 1901, whichever 


occurred first. 

*Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
May I ask if the Irish Yeomanry proved 
themselves worth 4s. a day more than 
the poor Lrish Fusiliers 


*Mr. SPEAKER : 


Order, order ! 


YEOMANRY RECRUITS—ACCOMMODA- 
TION AT ALDERSHOT. 


CoLtoneEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
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state for War whether his attention has 
yen called to the case of a batch of 
Yeomanry recruits who, on leaving 
jondon at 11.30 a.m. on Sth February 
ndarrivingly unexpectedly at Aldershot. 
wre told they were not expected and 
qust come again at six o'clock ; whether 
ie is aware that forty-six of them were 
saced in a room which could only 
commodate twenty ; that no rations 
yere served out for twenty-four hours, 
sat for fourteen days and nights the 
yajority of them had to live in the clothes 
they came in, and that the kits were not 
vved out to all until 16th February, 
the men having to eat their rations with 
their fingers; that this arrangement 
sted for one month ; that there was no 
liscipline in the room, and only one 
yrade at nine o'clock ; that not one of 


nd that these men were deseribed in 
ficial language as having undergone 
ne month’s official training in riding 
nd shooting ; 
n inquiry to be held into the cireum- 


recurrence. 


Me. BRODRICK: The difficulties in 
commodating and providing for so 
uany Yeomanry at Aldershot have 
ready been fully explained to the House. 
The general officer commanding has 
yrsonally dealt with these questions, 
ud informs me that very few complaints 
vere received. | believe that every 
dort has been made to cope with the 
lificulties, and that they were success- 
lly and promptly dealt with, allowing 
ir the circumstances that some 10,000 
wen have had to be passed through 
Aldershot and equipped during the last 
ix weeks. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD: Do I under- 
tand that my statements are correct ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : Well, Sir, [ cannot 
ay. [ have referred many cases to Sir 
Redvers Buller. A large number were 
fund to be ineorrect ; and | think it is 
uuch better to leave the matter in the 


Mr. 
Thanet) : 


JAMES LOWTHER = (Kent, 
Will the attention of the 
be called to this 


Uonmander-in-Chiet 
Inatter 2 
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these men was ever put upon a horse : | 


and whether he will cause | 


tances, and take steps to prevent their | 


hands of the general officer commanding. | 


Quest won 8: ri 9 4 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir. I have 
| forwarded the letters, but it has heen 
found that many emanate from one 
Yeoman, 


Mayor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman say why 
this class of recruits are called Yeomen, 

| which is precisely what they are not ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : Yeomen are 
mounted troops, and that is exactly the 
class of troops that these recruits are 
intended to he, 


RIFLE RANGES. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if any new 
rifle ranges have been completed since 
last September ; and, if so, how many ; 
and if any old rifle ranges have been 
closed ; and, if so, how many since that 
date. 


Lorp STANLEY: The ranges at 
Parkhurst, in the Isle of Wight, and at 
Kilbride, in Ireland, have been completed 
since the date named. The only War 
Department range closed in the same 
period is the Les Landes range in Jersey. 
which was only used for field firing, and 
of which the lease has expired. 


SALFORD BARRACKS. 

Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state who are the 
purchasers of the Salford Barracks, sold 
under the provisions of the Barracks Act 
of 1890; what is the amount realised 
by the sale: and to what purposes will 
the site and the purchase money respee- 
tively be applied. 


Lorp STANLEY: The Salford Bar- 
racks were sold to the Corporation of 
| Salford for £38,500. The site is, I under- 
stand, to be used by the corporation for 
ithe erection of artisans’ dwellings. The 
purchase money has been applied to the 
purposes of the Barracks Act and the 
issues from the Consolidated Fund _1e- 
duced accordingly. 


WEST INDIAN TROOPS AT ST, 
HELENA, 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) : I beg to ask 


the Secretary of State for War whether 
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on the 2nd of January last a number of 
West Indian troops now stationed in St. 
Helena raided the town with clubs and 
razors tied to sticks ; whether a number 
of the people were injured, several women 
beaten, and some children cut with the 
razors, and twelve of His Majesty's 
sailors injured ; whether the West Indian 
soldiers broke out of barracks, and set 
their officers at defiance ; whether when 
they were ordered to leave the town 
they refused, and threatened to blow up 
the town ; and, if so, will he state what 


punishments have been inflicted : and 


whether the West Indian troops have been 
removed from St. Helena. 


Mr. BRODRICK : There was a quarrel 
between the sailors and the West Indian 
detachment, some men of which created 
disturbances ; several had razors tied to 
sticks, and one is said to have had a elub. 
Some few of the inhabitants were injured, 
hut no women are reported to have been 
beaten or children cut ; five sailors were 
injured. Several West Indian soldiers 
broke out of barracks, though they are 
not reported to have set their officers at 
defiance. ‘They hesitated to march next 
morning, but eventually did so. Nothing 
is known of any threat to blow up the 
town. In consequence of the disturb- 
ance the detachment was moved at 
once to Sierra Leone, where fifteen men 
were tried by court-martial, six men were 
convicted and sentenced to terms of 
imprisonment varying from six weeks 
to six months, seven were acquitted, and 
two are still in hospital awaiting trial. 

Mr. DILLON: With this experience 
will the right hon. Gentleman give an 
undertaking that these regiments of 
coloured troops will not be moved into 
the more civilised portions of the Empire ? 

Mr. BRODRICK : No, Sir. 


give any such undertaking. 


I cannot 


LUDGERSHALL BARRACKS. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol. 
E.): | beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether the attention of the 
War Office has directed to the 
insanitary condition of the village of 
Ludgershall, close to which large barracks 
are to be erected. and in which the 
War Office owns much property ; if so, 
what steps it is proposed to take to 
remedy the present state of affairs. 


been 
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| Mr. BRODRICK: The War Depart- 
ment property does not inelude the 
ivillage of Ludgershall, and the new 
‘barracks will be two miles from the 
| village and separated from it by a range 
of hills. The question of the improve. 
ment of Ludgershall however, 
not been lost sight of, and is under con. 
sideration. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Is it 
not the fact that the War Office is the 
lord of the manor of this village ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : 
out notice. 


has. 


I cannot say with- 


MILITIA PAY. 

Mr. FREEMAN-THOMAS (Hastings): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether Militia mon-commissioned 
officers and men will in future receive 
Army rates of pay and messing allow- 
anees when called out tor preliminary 
drill or annual training. 

Mr. BRODRICK : 


on this question in 
Estimates. 


| purpose to touch 
introducing the 


RETURN—NAVY (FLEETS). 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 


he can say when the Return, Navy 
(Fleets), is likely to be circulated. 
Tue CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 


RALTY (Mr. PretyMan, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): It is now in the proot stage, 
and its issue will be pressed on as quickly 
as possible. 


H.M.S. “ BRITANNLIA.” 

Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether any provision 
will be made for the time lost by th 
naval cadets on the “ Britannia” by 
reason of their being sent home owing 
to the recent epidemic on board that 
ship; whether the fees paid for the term 
will be returned or accounted for ; and 
whether he will take prompt measures 
to see that a suitable ship is provided 
for the naval cadets. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: The lost 


time 


by the cadets on board H.M.S. * Bri- 
up 


'tannia ” will be made later on, 
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and there will, therefore, be no occasion | 


for returning fees. The cadets have 
been sent home for three weeks, and 
efforts are being made to render the 
“Britannia” fit and healthy for con- 
tinued use as a cadets’ training ship 
until the new college now being erected 
on shore is available. In such ease it 
will be unnecessary to provide other 
acommodation for them, but if the 
efforts to render the “ Britannia” free 
from infection should fail in their 
eect special arrangements will, of 
course, be made. 


ROYAL VISIT TO THE COLONIES 
THE “OPHIR” — ENGINE - ROOM 
STAFF AND CREW. 

*sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 

mouth): L beg to ask the Civil Lord 

of the Admiralty if he will state the 
reasons for the arrangement by which 
the Royal Navy furnished the deck com- 
plement of the steamship ~ Ophir,” 
while the owners provide the engine- 
room complement instead of the Royal 

Navy. 
| beg at the same time to ask the 

Civil Lord of the Admiralty whether 

he will explain the arrangement made 

with the owners of the steamship 

“Ophir” as regards wages, victuals, 

dothing, and discipline of that part of 

the complement provided by the owners 
during Admiralty charter. 


Mr. PRETYMAN : It was considered 
that as the engineers of the Orient 
Company, aecustomed to working the 
engines of the ‘ Ophir.” remained 
in charge of her machinery during her 
iorthcoming voyage, the company should 
provide the whole of the engine-room 
taff. A subsequent decision has been 
ome to to limit the staff provided 
iy the company to the engineers and 
i few special ratings, the remainder 
veing supplied by men of the Royal 
Navy. The portion of the crew of the 
“Ophir” not belonging to the Royal 
Navy have been entered under special 
wonditions approved by Order in 
Council, which places them under the 
Naval Discipline Act, and they are paid 
the rates of pay agreed upon with the 
owners of the ‘ Ophir,” who victual 
the entre complement of the ship, in- 


cluding these men. Uniform is supplied | 


it the cost of the Crown. 
VOL. XC. [FourtTH SERIEs.] 





*Sir JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask 
the Civil Lord of the Admiralty whether, 
before Vote 1 of the Navy Estimates is 
proceeded with, he will cause to be issued 
to the House a Return showing the 
nature and number of officers, petty 
officers, and men, and their rates of pay 
respectively, of the engine-room staff of 
the steamship “ Ophir,” provided by the 
owners during the Admiralty charter. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: I shall be happy 
to cause such a Return to be issued if the 
hon. and gallant Member will move for 
it, or I will send him the statement 
direct, whichever he prefers. 


ADMIRALTY COAL CONTRACTS. 
Mr WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
I beg to ask the Civil Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether the Admiralty entered 
into contracts last November for the 
supply of coals over 1901 at prices rang- 
ing trom 19s. to 21s. per ton ; and, if so, 

how many tons were contractcd for. 


Mr. PRETYMAN : The answer to the 
first part of the question is in the affirma- 
tive. The quantity contracted for was 
about 400.000 tons. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: How is it 
that the hon. Gentleman the other night 
told me the Admiralty nevir made con- 
tracts 


Mr. PRETYMAN : We were discuss- 
ing the excess quantities required, and 
not {he mintmum. 


EXPENDITURE ON NEW 
CONSTRUCTION, 

Sin JOHN COLOMB: I wish to ask 
the Civil Lord of the Admiralty a question 
of which | have given him private notice 
—whether the figures quoted in The 
Times to-day as to the amount of the 
expenditure on new construction, short 
of the Votes, are figures for the current 
year, or for some previous year. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: The figures are 
not in respect to the current financial 
year. They are figures relating to the 
year ended March, 1900, and have already 
been dealt with in the statement of the 
First Lord. 


| See page 483. 
26 
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NAVAL ORDNANCE STORE 
DEPARTMENT. 

CommManper YOUNG — (Berkshire, 
Wokingham) : | beg to ask the Secretary 
tothe Admiralty whether a Departmental | 
Committee has been appointed at the 
Admiralty to investigate into and _ re- 
organise the affairs of the Naval Ordnance 
ieee Department ; and, if so, whether 
the Committee will be asked to report 
as to the advisability of officering the 
department by Naval officers, and 
whether the Committee’s attention will 
he drawn to the many promises given to 
the House of Commons by the Parlia- 
mentary Admiralty officials that the 
Admiralty would appoint Naval warrant 
officers to berths in this department as 

vacancies occurred. r 

Mr. PRETYMAN : 
has been appointed, 
referred to are being 
them. 


a Committee 
matters 
by 


Yes, 
and the 
considered 


INDIAN RAILWAY STOCK. 

Mr. J, E. GORDON (Elgin and Nairn) : 
| beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he can state the cause for 
the continued refusal by the India Office 
and the Bank of England to explain to 
the 15,000 shareholders of the Great 
Indian Peninsula Railway Company the 
details and methods recently employed 
in calculating the average rate of interest 
received and paid on Indian Government 
Stock in London durng the two-year 
period under consideration ; whether he 
is aware that the amount of stock re- 
ferred to in this contract and by the 
Bank of England is about £120,000,000, 
but that by an oversight the Bank of 
England has omitted from the calcula- 
tion about £100.000,000 stock, and only 
dealt with that proportion which was 
invested in during the two-year period ; 
whether he is aware that this intrusion 
of the key-word “invested,” instead of 
* received is contrary to all precedent : 
and what steps will be taken to satisfy 
the shareholders of the Great Indian, the 
Bombay, and the Madras Railway Com- 
panies that the India Office itself feels a 
direct responsibility for the due com- 
pletion of their contracts. 

SECRETARY or STATE ror 
Hamitton, Middlesex, 
(1) The letter from the Bank 


THE 
INDIA (Lord G. 
Ealing: : 
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of England dated the 9th November, 
1900, which gives all the information, in 
my possession as to the methods em. 
| ployed in calculating the rate of interest, 
was immediately communica ed to the 
Great Indian Peninsula Railway Com- 
pany, and if the hon. Member likes to 
move for the correspondence in continua- 
tion of that already given to the House, 
I have ne objection. (2. 3, and 4) The 
hon. Member is no doubt aware that. 
under the contract. the decision as to 
the rate of interest lay, not with the 
Secretary of State for India, but with 
the Governor of the Bank of England: 
and that his decision, when challenged, 
was upheld by two courts of law. This 
appears to me to create a very strong 
presumption that it was a sound and 
proper decision ; but, in any case, the 
Secretary of State is bound, like the 
company, to accept it and to act upon it. 
He has no option in the matter. 


COOPER’S HILL COLLEGE. 
Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Seeretary of State for India 


whether he will explain why Sir Charles 
Bernard's recommendation not to re- 
appoint a separate salaried President to 
Cooper’s Hill College was not adopted ; 
and whether he can inform the House, 
if this recommendation had been adopted. 
what annual saving would have resulted 
therefrom since 1895. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The 
mendation made by Sir Charles Bernard 
was not ignored. On the next vacaney, 
in 1896, Colonel Pennyquick was ap- 
pointed to the Presidency on the under- 
standing that he should in addition 
discharge the duties of professor of engl- 
neering. But after two years experience 
he strongly urged that he ought to be 
relieved of his professional dutie ‘s. and to 
this the Secretary of State in Council, 
on the advice of the Board of Visitors. 
finally agreed. The saving which. re- 
sulted from the combination of the two 
offices was about £600 a year. The 
salary of the President is £1,000 a year. 

Mr. O'MARA: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether the Board 
of Visitors recommended the dismissal 
of Mr. Hurst, accounts instructor ; and, 
if not. who did so: and whether his 
successor has yet been appointed. 
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Lorp G. HAMILTON: The Board of 
Visitors recommended that the proposal 
of the President for a change in the system 
of tuition in accounts should be adopted ; 
and this involved the retirement of Mr. 
Hurst and the appointinent of a lecturer 
who should be conversant with the 
system of the Indian Public Works 
Department. But as there is no course 
ot lectures on accounts in the summer 
term no fresh appointment has yet been 
made. 


Mr. OMARA: Well, | cannot find it 
in the Report. 

Then, Sir, I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India if he can state 
how many new teachers have been ap- 
minted to Cooper's Hill College, and how 
many more it is proposed to appoint 
inder the Report of the Board of Visitors, 
dated 24th July, 1900 ; what will be the 
total sum ot the salaries ot all these new 
appointments ; what was the total sum 
of the salaries of the teachers who have 
heen dismissed ; and what reduction in 
the vearly cost of the teaching staff will 
result therefrom. 


Lord G. HAMILTON: The number 
oi new teachers to be appointed is four, 
and their salaries will amount to £1,367 
wrannum. The salaries of the retiring 
professors and lecturers amounted to 
3,087, showing a saving of £1,720. 
\gainst this must be set the proposed 
increases in the salaries of the remaining 
teachers, amounting to £300. The net 
saving In salaries is therefore £1,420 per 
amum. 


INDIAN FAMINE 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
| beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether his attention has 
drawn to the evidence of 7th February 
before the Famine Commission of Mr. 
Lely, Commissioner in Gujarat, to the 
feet that. owing to the exhaustion of 
the soil, the fall in price of sugar and 
cotton, the disuse of the old custom 


COMMISSION, 


been 


of grain storage for home consumption, 
and the loss of 70 per cent. of their cattle, 
there has been a complete breakdown 
imong the cultivators of Gujarat ; and 
whether, seeing that Mr. Lely repeatedly 
irged a suspension of 45 per cent. of the 
revenues last year in Gujarat, he can 
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state the grounds on which the Bombay 
Government refused to remit more than 
20 per cent. ; is he aware that owing to 
the force of circumstances only 28 per 
cent. could be collected ; and ean he ex- 
plain why the proposed suspensions of 
revenue were not earlier made known to 
the people. 

I beg also to ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether his attention has been 
drawn to the evidence before the 
Famine Commission of Mr. Dalal, Famine 
Commissioner in Baroda, showing the 
benefit to the suffering cultivators of the 
wells constructed by the Baroda State in 
the Kadi district ; and whether, with 
reference to Mr. Dalal’s statement that 
the people of Kadi are less poor than those 
of Ahmedabad, he will consider the 
desirability of extending the benefits of 
this system to the neighbouring British 
district of Ahmedabad. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : As the circum- 
stances to which the hon. Member's 
questions refer are now being inquired 
into by a Commission in India. | must 
await the arrival of their Report betore | 
can express any opinion on the subject. 


NEW INDIAN 


Mr. SCHWANN 
I bee to ask the 


PROVINCE, 


(Manchester. N.): 

ry Secretary of State tor 
India whether he can state the area, 
approximately, of that portion of the 
proposed new province situate beyond 
the present frontiers of His Majesty's 
Indian possessions, and stated to be as 
comprised in the political agencies of Dir, 
Swat, Chitral, the Khyber, the Kuram, 
Tochi, and Wano; and the estimated 
annual cost of the military oceupation 
and political administration of these 
trans-frontier regions under the proposed 
scheme ; and will the cost of maintenance 
he made an Imperial charge. this being 
au matter of Imperial defence. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : The aggregate 
area of the present agencies will not be 
affected by the substitution for their con- 
trol of the authority of the Government 
of India in the place of the authority of 


the Government of the Punjab. I have 
no estimate of their present extent. 
Until the details of the transfer are 


settled I cannot estimate the annual cost. 


The charges will continue to be borne. 


2F2 
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its they are at present, by the Government 
of India. 


PUNJAB ADMINISTRATION. 

Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India will the 
subtraction from the Punjab of its four 
western districts and placing them under 
the Political Department at Simla or 
Calcutta withdraw them and their popu- 
lations from the jurisdiction of the Chief 
Court at Lahore and from the ordinary 
revenue and public works administra- 
tion of the Punjab Government ; and can 
he say if any dissents or opinions have 
been recorded pursuant to the Act of 
1858, Sections 23, 24, in course of the 
correspondence and proceedings of the 
Secretary of State in Council during the 
working up of the scheme tor organisa- 
tion for the proposed new province ; and 
whether such dissents or opinions will be 
placed before Parliament at an early date 
in accordance with Sections 54. 55, of the 
Act of 1858, 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : No final deci- 
sion has been arrived at on the matters 
mentioned in the first part of the ques- 
tion. The answer to the second part of 
the question is in the affirmative. and the 
Papers relating to the subject should be 
in the hands of the House in the course 
of a few hours. 


CHINA—RUSSIA AND MANCHURIA, 
Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: | beg 
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to ask the Under Secretary of State for | 


Foreign Affairs whether he has yet 
received any confirmation in writing of 
the promise given orally to the British 
Ambassador in St. Petersburg that the 
occupation of Manchuria by the Russians 
is to be neither virtual nor actual; and, if 
not. whether he expects to receive such 
confirmation ; and if so, at what time. 

*THeE UNDER SECRETARY © For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount CRAN- 
BORNE, Rochester): The despatch from 
His Majesty's Ambassador at St. Peters- 
burg reporting his conversation with the 
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SOL 
Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Has 


the written assurance been received or 
not ! 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: Mv answer 
to that is that the contents of the de- 
spatch were approved by Count Lams- 


dortf. 


CRIMEAN LOAN OF 1855. 

Mr. BILL (Staffordshire. Leek); | heg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the negotiations with 
the Turkish Government concerning the 
Crimean Loan of 1855. to which he 
alluded in the debate on the Civil Service 
Estimates on 15th June of last vear* have 
been concluded ; andwhether any arrange- 
ment has been arrived at for the con- 
version of the loan. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: | 
nothing to add to the answer which | 
gave to the hon. Member for Warrington 
on the Ll4th of December last. which was 
to the effect that the negotiations were 
still suspended. 


have 


TRADE OF MACEIO AND 
PERNAMBUCO. 

Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if the Consular Report for 1899 
on the state of trade in Maceio and 
Pernambueo has now been received by 
the Foreign Office, and when will it be 
published, if that has not been done vet. 


* Viscount CRANBORNE: The Consul 
has explained that his Report has been 
delayed in consequence of the difticulty 
experienced in obtaining the requisite 
statistical details ; but that he hopes 


| shortly to be able to furnish it. 


LEAD OXIDE IN EARTHENWARE 
GLAZE 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : | 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 


‘for Foreign Affairs whether the Foreign 


Russian Minister for Foreign Affairs on | 


the subject of the Russian occupation of 
Manchuria to which the hon. Member 
refers will be presented to Parliament at 
once. 
and approved by Cont Lamsdorff at the 
end of last month 





The text of this despatch was seen | 


Office will take steps to stop the intro- 
duction into this country of any china 


' or earthenware from other countries the 


glaze on which contains lead oxide in 
excess of the amount allowed to manu- 
facturers in this country. 


| See The Parliamentary Debates (Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxxiv., page 246. 
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805 (Juestions. 
*ViscounT CRANBORNE: This ques- 
tion should not be addressed to my 


Department. 


Mr. COGHILL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment if he can state what steps he pro- 
poses to take to prevent the sale of 
earthenware and china to the public 
described as leadless glazed, but the 
laze upon which it is well known in 
many contains an appreciable 
guantity of lead oxide. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcute, 
Croydon): I understand my hon. friend 
tosuggest fraudulent misdescription, and 
not danger to health. The ordinary law 
provides a remedy in such eases, and I do 
not feel called upon to take any steps in 
the matter. 


cases 


MEDICAL WITNESSEN’ EXPENSES. 

Mr. LAWRENCE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he will explain on what 
grounds medical witnesses in England 
and Wales are allowed only one guinea 
per diem while in Scotland they are paid 
two guineas. with further sum added for 
each case. and in Ireland the fee of one 
guinea only requires an attendance in 
court of three hours in the town ot resi- 
dence, and is changed to two guineas 
with travelling allowance in case of other 
towns; and whether he will authorise 
al Inquiry into the matters, with a view 
toremedy the inequality of remuneration 
referred to. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: | do not think the 
fees of medical witnesses can be touched 
without dealing at the same time with 
those of other witnesses, and this I am 
uot prepared to do in view of the largely 
increased prosecutions which 
might be the result of such a revision 
oi the present scale. 


cost. of 


VALUATION APPEALS. 

Mr. W. F. D. SMITH (Strand, West- 
ninster): L beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department if he can 
say (1) how many appeals under the 
Valuation (Metropolis) Act, 1869, en- 
tered for hearing at the County of London 
(Juarter Sessions in the list of 1901 have 
been tried by the Court up to and in- 
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cluding 23rd February, 1901; (2) how 
many of such appeals have been allowed 
and how many dismissed, and whether 
with or without costs in either case ; 
(3) and whether the Court has reviewed 
its judgment in any of the above appeals ; 
and, if so, with what result. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The figures are, re- 
spectively (1) 82 ; (2) 76 allowed, 13 with, 
63 without, costs ; 6 dismissed, 5 with. 
1 without, costs; (3) 1—original judg- 
ment affirmed. 


(SHEP- 
OF 


NEW POLICE BUILDINGS 
HERDESS WALK)—REHOUSING 
PERSONS DISPOSSESSED. 

Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
been drawn to the fact that the public 
authorities have purchased an area now 
covered by cottage property in Shep- 
herdess Walk, City Road, and that no 
provision has been made, or is proposed 
to be made, tor the rehousing of the 
persons of the working class thus dis- 
placed ; and whether he will take steps 
to compel the provision of houses for 
these persons. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I think my hon. friend 
is misinformed. Only five houses have 
been acquired by the Metropolitan Police 
in the neighbourhood of Shepherdess 
Walk, and under Section 5 of the Metro- 
politan Police Act. 1886, from which the 
powers of purchase are derived, as under 
other Acts giving similar powers in 
London. the obligation to rehouse does 
not arise unless twenty or more houses 
occupied by the labouring classes are 
taken. 


REHOUSING GREAT NORTHERN AND 
CITY RAILWAY. 


Mr. HAY: IL beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention — has 
been called to the fact that — the 
Great Northern and City Railway 
Company have demolished, as a result 
of secret purchase by their contractors. 


dwelling-houses oecupied by the poorer 
labouring classes in Poole Street, Wick- 
ham Street. and Wiltshire Row, Shore- 
ditch, and have thereby displaced about 
250 persons of the working classes, whose 
work compels them to live in the neigh- 
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hourhood, without providing or pro- 
posing to provide any accommodation 
for the persons thus unhoused; and 
whether he proposes to take steps to com- 
pel the Great Northern and City Railway 
Company to rehouse persons of the 
working class whose dwellings the com- 
pany purchases for the purpose of creat- 
ing a depdt of the company. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Lam informed by the 


Great Northern and City Railway Com- | 


pany that the facts are not as suggested 
in the first part of the question, but that 
the lands referred to have been openly 
acquired by the contractors working for 
the company for purposes of offices, 


yards, and so forth in connection with | 


their works. If so, as the lands have 
not been acquired by the company, I have 


no such power to compel the provision | 


of rehousing accommodation, as I might 
have by statute if the houses were being 
purchased by the company under their 
Acts. 


REHOUSING LONDON AND 

WESTERN RAILWAY. 

Mr. HAY: I beg to ask the Secretary 

of State tor the Home Department 

whether he is aware that 
Buildings. Whitecross 


NORTH 


Wilson 


Place, 


Street, Finsbury, recently the property | 


of the Land Security Company and 
occupied by D585 of the poorer labouring 
class. have now been transferred to the 
Chief Manager of the Estate Oftice of 
the London and North Western Railway 
Company, and the tenants given notice 
to quit; whether these buildings are in 


process of being cleared of tenants and | 


demolished, and the land handed over 
vacant to the Railway Company to be 
used for the extension of that Railway 
Company's Broad Street Goods Station ; 
whether his attention been called 
to the fact that the acquisition of working 
class dwellings for this 
pany s purposes through a seeret agent 
enables the railway company to escape 
their statutory obligations in contra- 


has 


vention of Standing Order 183.4; and if | 


he will give particulars of other pur- 


chases made by the London and North | 
Western Railway Company in the same | 


or a similar manner throughout the 


Broad Street | 


railway com- | 
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class tenants concerned, and to prevent 
overcrowding in congested districts of the 
metropolis. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: [am informed by the 
London and North Western Railway 
Company that the property referred to 
has not yet been transferred to them, 
but that they have entered into a con- 
ditional agreement to purchase it. The 
case appears to involve questions as to 
the rehousing of displaced labouring 
class persons, with regard to which I am 
bound to say that I consider the attitude 
adopted generally by this company to be 
very unsatisfactory. Without answering 
the latter parts of the question in detail, 
[ may say that the whole matter is 
engaging my most serious consideration. 


POLICE GRIEVANCES. 
| Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): I beg to ask the Secretary ot State 
for the Home Department if in the event 
of grievances arising in any police force. 
county or borough, whether caused by 
matters of preferment, dissatisfaction 
over pay and allowances, time of service. 
or other legitimate cause for complaint. to 
what responsible officer of the Crown can 
| these difficulties be referred. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: County and borough 
| police forces are by statute under the 
; control of local authorities. The Seere- 
itary of State for the Home Department 
is the Minister most closely concerned, 
but he has no responsibility except in 
cases where the efficiency of a foree is 
impaired, or where there is unsatisfactory 
administration of the pension fund ; nor 
has he any power of direct intervention 
in matters of dispute between individual 


constables and the «authorities under 
whom they serve. 
TEA LOTTERIES. 


Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Hau 
lets. St. George's): 1 beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment if his attention has been called to 
the fact of several convictions which have 
recently taken place for the illegal retail 
sale of tea upon a species of lottery system. 
‘notably at Coventry, Blackburn, Bury 


United Kingdom ; and whether he will | (Lanes.), Handsworth, and Hull; and. 


state the measures he has taken, if any, | seeing that similar illegal forms of trading 
to mitigate the hardships to the working | have existed within the metropolitan 


o 
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area for some years past without prosecu- 
tions being brought by the police, whether 
he will direct the attention of the Metro- 


politan Police authorities to any case. 


brought under his notice forthwith 
with a view to bringing the offenders to 
justice. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The convictions re- 
ferred to in the first paragraph of the 
question have not been brought specially 
to my notice. Sale-of-tea lotteries were 
begun in the Metropolis in 1895, and pro- 
ceedings were promptly instituted, with 
the result that the defendants entered 
into an undertaking to discontinue such 


practices. Since that date no case has 


heen brought to the notice of the Metro- | 


politan Police. 


VACCINATION AT BETHNAL GREEN. 

sik MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary ot State for the Home 
Department if he will state how many 
prosecutions have been instituted by 
the vaccination ofticer of the borough of 
Bethnal Green since the passing of the 
Vaccination Act, 1898; (2) how many 
convictions were obtained ; (3) and how 
many of the fines iniposed remain unre- 
covered ; (4) whether he is aware that 
most of the persons prosecuted were 
unable to defend themselves effectually 
owing to ignorance of the procedure pro- 
vided under Section 2 of the aforemen- 
tioned Act ; and, if so (5), is he prepared 
to allow a remission of the fines imposed. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: ft would be impossible 
to give the information asked for in the 
first three queries without a search of the 
police court records or without reference 
to the guardians, and the work of obtain- 
ing the information would involve much 
time and labour. | have no reason to 
suppose that persons prosecuted under 
the Vaccination Acts in Bethnal Green 
have found any greater difficulty in 
defending themselves than persons simi- 
larly prosecuted in other places; but if 
the hon. Member will furnish me with 
full details of any case in which he thinks 
the defendant has suffered injustice I will 
inquire into it. 

sik =MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he is 
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|aware that vaccination prosecutions in 
| Bethnal Green and adjacent boroughs 
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are being rigorously pursued against 
persons who have a conscientious objec- 
tion to vaccination, and have resulted in 
convictions owing to the difficulty en- 
countered by the accused persons of 
proving that their objection is based on a 
conscientious belief ; and, seeing that in 
this respect and owing to loss of time and 
wages which is occasioned by the process 
of asserting their objection under Section 
2 of the Vaccination Act, 1898, that 
Act does not give full relief to objectors, 
whether he purposes adopting any steps 
by which the operation of that Act might 
be rendered more easy and effective in 
future. 

THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
LonG, Bristol, S.): I am not myself 
aware of difficulties of the kind referred to 
in the first paragraph of the question, 
and I should regret if any such difficulties 
were experienced. The answer to the 
second part of the question must, how- 
ever, be in the negative. 


PROSECU- 
PUBLIC 


FOOD ADULTERATION 
TIONS — MISTAKES 
ANALYSTS. 

Mr. THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether his attention has been 
drawn to the fact that in several prose- 
cutions recently against tradesmen for 
the alleged sale of adulterated articles, 
notably at Portsmouth and Hackney, 
it has been shown that the public analysts 
on whose statements action has been 
taken have been guilty of grave mis- 
takes; and whether he can take any 
steps to prevent respectable tradesmen 
being unjustly summoned upon erroneous 
certificates. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have com- 
municated with the public analysts as 
regards the two instances referred to 
by my hon. friend. I find that cer- 
tificates given by them in two cases 
were not upheld on reference to the 
Government Laboratory. The cireum- 
stances do not appear to show, however, 
that the analysts were open to blame. 
In one of the cases the analyst seems to 
have taken special care in the matter. 
[ have no power to take any steps for 


OF 
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graph of the question, and | may say 
that, speaking generally, it appears to 
me that the tradesman is sufticiently 
protected by the power to have an analy- 
sis verified at Somerset House. 


UNCLAIMED MONEYS AT THE 
OF ENGLAND. 

Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE (Sus 
sex, Horsham): On behalf of the hon- 
Member for North Hackney, | beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he can inform the House as to 
the amount of unclaimed dividends and 
other unclaimed moneys in the custody 
of the Bank of England; and whether 
there is any precedent for the application 
of such moneys to the public service, the 
Exchequer being liable to refund such 
moneys to proper claimants. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tne EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacn, 
Bristol, W.): Various funds of the 


nature of unclaimed dividends in the 
hands of or under the control of Govern- 
ment have from time to time been applied 
to the public service, the Exchequer 
remaining liable to refund the money 
to any persons who may subsequently 
prove their claim. I am not aware of any 
precedent for dealing in this manner 
with funds outside the purview of Govern- 
ment. At the present time unclaimed 
dividends on British Funds are under 
statute handed over by the Bank after 
ten years to the Commissioners for the 
Reduction of the National Debt. Un- 
claimed dividends on India Stocks are 
similarly surrendered to the Indian Gov- 
ernment. ‘The amounts at present in the 
possession of the Bank of England are: 
British Funds, £34,575: India Stocks, 
£41,496. The amount of other un- 
claimed dividends in the possession of the 
Bank is inconsiderable. With regard to 
unclaimed money of private customers, 
the Bank is, of course, in the 
position as other banks. 


same 


SCHOOL BOARD OFFICIALS AS MEM- 
BERS OF COUNTY COUNCILS. 

Mr. HORNER (Lambeth, N.): I beg 
to ask the Vice-President of the Commit- 
tee of Council on Education whether his 
attention has been called to the recent , 
election to the London County Council 
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|pointment under the London School 
Board ; whether it is permissible for a 
public official of the London School 
Board to use the time he should he de- 
voting to his official duties for any other 
purpose than that for which he is paid 
by the ratepayers: and what steps he 
proposes to take. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or 


THE 
BOARD OF EDUCATION (sir J. 
Gorst, Cambridge University): No; 


my attention has not been called to the 
matter. The only regulation of the 
Board of Education bearing on the 
matter is to be found in Article 8&5 (e) 
of the Code. 


Mr. HORNER: But has he not ceased 
ipso facto to be an official of the London 
School Board ? 


Sir J. GORST: My _ hon. friend 
must ask the London School Board. 


Mr. HORNER: The information has 
been asked for, and no reply was obtained. 


FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE. 

Mr. TOLLEMACHE (Cheshire, Eddis- 
bury): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the reported 
discovery in France of a cure for foot-and- 
mouth disease; and if he will cause 
inquiries to be made on a subject of such 
great importance to the agricultural 
community. 


Mr. WALTER LONG (for Mr. Hay- 
BURY): The attention of the veterinary 
officers of the Board of Agriculture 
has been directed to the statements to 
which my hon. friend refers, and they 
will keep themselves informed of any 
further developments of the matter. | 
may say. however, that in view of the 
special characteristics of foot-and-mouth 
disease, it is not likely that the discovery 
of a remedy tor it will be of much assist- 
ance to the Department in keeping this 
country entirely clear from it, a result 
which | trust may soon be once again 
secured, as it was from 1887 to 1891. 
and again from 1895 to 1899. 


SWINE FEVER. 
Mr. GEORGE WHITE  (Nortolk. 
N.W.): J beg to ask the President of the 
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Board of Agriculture whether he is 
prepared to advise that compensation be 
given owners in case of deaths resulting 


from swine fever when such deaths are’ 


oceasioned by the carelessness or incom- 
petence of the veterinary surgeon em- 
ployed by the Board of Agriculture. 


Mr. LONG (for Mr. Hanpury): The 
power to pay compensation in cases of 
swine fever only extends to swine 
slaughtered by order of the Board of 
Agriculture in the exercise of their 
powers under the Diseases of Animals 
Acts. Any complaints with regard to 
the conduct of veterinary surgeons em- 
ployed by the Board would always be 
tully investigated and such action taken 
as the circumstances might require. 


ELECTION PETITIONS. 

Mr. J. E. GORDON : I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General whether his attention 
has been drawn to the misuse of the 
Election Petition Courts by persons, 
lawyers, and laymen, who to their own 
pecuniary advantage employ themselves 
in making serious but fictitious charges 
against Members of this House with 
impunity; and whether the law has 
any penalties for such conduct. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RopertT. = Fintay, Inverness Burghs) : 
The procedure in the Election Petition 
Courts is no doubt capable of being 
abused, but L am not aware that this 
has been done for the sake of any pecu- 
uiary advantage. There is great  diff- 
culty in entirely obviating the danger 
of abuse without throwing obstacles in 
the way of recourse to the Courts in 
proper cases. IT may refer my hon. 
inend to the Report of the recent Com- 
nittee on Election Petitions in 1898. 


An Hon. Member : Has the hon. 
and learned Gentleman considered the 
judgment of the judges in the Cocker- 
uouth petition ? 


Sin. ROBERT FINLAY: Yes, Sir; 
and [| certainly agree with the conclu- 
sions arrived at. 


ELECTRIC RAILWAYS—SUPPOSED 
RISK TO ALBERT MEMORIAL, ETC. 


*Sik FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan): I 


hee to ask the First Commissioner of 
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| Works whether he has considered the 
risk to the Albert Memorial and the 
Albert Hall which may be caused by the 
proposed electric railway at Kensington ; 
and whether he proposes to institute 
inquiries and to take action should the 
reports be unfavourable. 


Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DovGtas, Kent, 
St. Augustine's): Yes, Sir. The matter 
is under careful consideration as regards 
the Albert Memorial, but for the Albert 
Hall | am not responsible. ‘The Govern- 
ment are in communication with the 
promoters of the Bill, and any necessary 
precautions for the safety of the Memorial 
beyond those provided in the Bill will 
be insisted upon. There will, of course, 
be other Government interests to be 
protected. 


INFERIOR CEYLON TEAS. 

Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury if his attention has been 
drawn to the fact that quantities of inferior 
Ceylon and other teas alleged to contain 
microbial products dangerous to health 
are being sold in bond in London at 
prices ranging below 4d. per pound ; if 
the Customs officers have taken and 
analysed any samples of such teas, and 
with what results; and what amount 
has been seized and destroyed during 
the last twelve months; and if, in the 
interests of public health, he is willing 
to consent to an inquiry into the best 
methods of checking the sale of such 
unwholesome teas by determining some 
minimum standard of purity, and by 
securing « proper analysis of such teas 
before they are blended with other teas. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHam- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire) : Since my hon. 
friend put his notice on the Paper, he 
has been good enough to send me papers 
on the subject, and I should be obliged 
if he would postpone his question till 
Monday, to give me time for their con- 
sideration. 


REGISTERED LETTERS—COMPENSA- 
TION. 


Mr. THORNTON (Clapham): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
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representing 
whether his attention has been called 
to the statement and table of figures 
printed on the back of the envelopes 
made to enclose registered packets, that, 
subject to the conditions published in the 
Post Office Guide as to registration, 
compensation for loss or damage is given 
in respect of inland registered packets 
of all kinds according to the following 
table which includes a fee of 2d. to secure 
compensation limited to £5; and seeing 
that this statement may lead the public 
to believe that by paying the 2d. regis- 
tration fee they are ensuring repayment 
in full up to £5, of money which has been 
registered but which is lost in course of 
post, instead of the £2 limited by the 
above-mentioned conditions, whether he 
will give instructions that on all future 
issues of such envelopes a clearer state- 
ment shall be printed of the amount of 
specie recoverable through registration 
in the post. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : In 
view of the distinct reference to the 
conditions published in the Post Office 
Guide the Postmaster General thinks 
that no misapprehension ought to arise 
us regards the amount of compensation 
payable ; but after careful consideration 
of the subject he has come to the conelu- 
sion that it will be safer to discontinue 
the table of rates now printed on the backs 
of the official registered letter envelopes, 
und merely to notify that compensation 
for loss or damage is given in respect of 
inland registered letters and packets 
subject to the limitations and conditions 
printed in the Post Office Guide under 
the head of * Registration and Compen- 
sation. 


MANCHESTER TELEPHONE 
OPERATORS. 

Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury,as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether he can 
say What is going to be done with regard 
to the female operators in the telephone 
department of the General Post Office, 
Manchester, who were 
the General Post Office from the National 
Telephone Company in 1897, with regard 
to an advance in their wages: and 


whether, seeing that they are all senior 
operators of from eight to fifteen years 
experience in telephone work, but have 
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the Postmaster General, | had no advance for three years, though 


transferred to | 
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juniors of three years experience are 
said to be receiving higher wages, and 
that various applications have been met 
with the statement that the question is 
under consideration, he could, if these 
statements be correct, come to a decision 
in favour of an increase of wages. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : In 
reply to the hon. Member I have to state 
that the Postmaster General is in com- 
munication with the Treasury on the 
subject of the position and pay of the 
telephone operators at Manchester and 
elsewhere ; and he hopes to be in a 
position to announce a decision yery 
shortly. 

TELEGRAPH CLERKS’ 
ASSOCIATION. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg toask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
having regard to the fact that the seere- 
tary of the metropolitan branch of the 
Postal Telegraph Clerks’ Association 
applied for leave of absence to attend the 
annual business meeting and conference 
at Manchester on the 7th March, and that 
the postal officials took fourteen days 
to consider the application, and in view 
of past difficulties, whether the Post- 
master General will direct that no obsta- 
cles are to be placed in the way of officials 
of trades unions in the Post Office per- 
forming the legitimate business of their 
organisation. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : All 
facilities. consistent with the proper 
performance of the work of the depart- 
ment and with the proper discipline of 
the service, are allowed to officers of the 
department who appy to a ten! the 
annual meetings of the Postal Telegraph 
Clerks’ Association and similar bodies, 
on the legitimate business of those bodies. 
The delay in according leave, complained 
of in the present case, was in part due to 
the fact that the officer concerned did 
not in the first instance provide efficient 
substitutes on his duty. 


POSTAL 


INFECTIOUS DISEASE AT SOUTH 
UIST. 
Mr JOHN DEWAR (Inverness): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
the Secretary for Scotland is aware that, 
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although it is stated in the Fourth 
Annual Report of the Local Government | 
Board for Scotland (1898), page xxiii., 
that the Commissioner for the Local 
Government Board made an exhaustive 
inquiry into an outbreak of infectious 
disease in South Uist, it is true that the 
(Commissioner refused to take the evi- 
dence of the clerk to the Parish Council 
of South Uist, who was the first person 
officially most conversant with the facts 
at issue; and, seeing that the parish 
council complained to the Lord Advocate 
and the Secretary for Scotland as well as 
to the First Lord of the Treasury of the 
misstatement of facts and refusal by the 
(Commissioner to take evidence, whether 
any steps have been taken to inquire 
into or to rectify the statements com- 
plained of as misrepresentations by the 
parish council. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Gra- 
Him Murray, Buteshire): [> am_ in- 
formed by the Local Government Board 
that they are not aware that their Com- 
missioner ever declined to receive the 
evidence of the clerk to the parish council. 
On the contrary, the clerk to the parish 
council was cited to Loehboisdale with 
other witnesses but was unable to be 
present, being stormstaid at Castlebay. 
Any books and documents which the 
clerk might have produced were  pro- 
duced by the inspector of poor. It is 
not the intention of the Loeal Govern- 
ment Board to reopen the inquiry which 
they consider sufficient. 


TREATMENT OF PAUPER CHILDREN 
IN IRELAND. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan. N.): | beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Local Government Board 
for Ireland have issued an order com- 
pelling boards of guardians in Ireland to 
supply out-nursed children with clothing: 
whether he is aware that there are boards 
of guardians who out-nurse children. and 
make arrangements with the foster 
parents to clothe and rear these work- 
house children with their own children, 
with the view of removing the taint or 
appearance of pauperism ; whether he 


can say if it is the intention of the Local 
Government Board. under the new rule, | 
to compel out-nursed workhouse children 


to wear poorhouse suits when attending | 
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schools which they attend ; and whether 
he will request this rule to be withdrawn 
by the Local Government Board. 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpbuam, Dover): The 
order referred to in the first paragraph 
requires guardians to provide suitable 
and sufficient clothing for orphan and 
deserted children placed outside the 
workhouse with foster parents. So far 
from it being the intention of the Local 
Government Board to compel these 
children to wear pauper uniform, the 
order expressly requires that the clothing 
shall not be of such shape or colour as 
may denote connection with the work- 
house ; and, moreover, with a view to 
avoid uniformity in the clothing, it was 
further pointed out that particular care 
should be taken that the materials, shape, 
and colour should not be alike in all 
cases. The Board are not aware of any 
case in which foster parents arrange 
with guardians to clothe the children. 
Any such arrangement involving pay- 
ment to the foster parents by the guar- 
dians would be contrary to the regula- 
tions. 


ROSCOMMON SCHOOL TEACHERS’ 
FEES. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, S.): £ 
heg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
there are several schools in Roscommon 
district the teachers of which have not 
vet been paid equivalent for results fees, 
although the annual examinations were 
held in those schools early in December; 
and, seeing that the said equivalent tor 


results should have been paid with 
teachers) ordinary salaries on 15th 
January, whether he can state when 


this money will be paid the teachers, and 
what is the cause of delay. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Some delay was 
occasioned, | understand, by the neces- 
sity for correspondence ; but the equiva- 
lent for results fees is in course of payment 
to schools which were examined in 
December in this and other districts, 
and in nearly all cases payment has been 
actually made. 

LIVE STOCK IN COUNTY 
MONAGHAN. 
Mr. DALY: | beg to ask the Chief 


Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
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Ireland whether he is aware that the 
County Council of Monaghan, under 
The Technical and Agricultural Act, 
1899, invited each district council in the 
county to formulate a scheme for the 
locality interested, that the Monaghan 
Rural and Urban District only allotted 
£130 for the improvement of live stock 
while Carrickmacross Rural District 
Council required £600 for this purpose, 
and that at a meeting of the Live Stock 
Committee held in the town of Monaghan 
the scheme from Carrickmacross Dis- 
trict Council was not considered, and 


Questions. 


that the Monaghan District scheme was | 


made the basis for expenditure ; whether 
he is aware that at the meeting of the 
Live Stock Committee in 
Mr. Gordon. of the Technical and Agri- 
cultural Department. stated that if £600 
was carried instead of £260 the Depart- 
ment would not sanction it, which caused 
the members present to adopt the smaller 
sum; and will he say if Mr. Gordon had 
power to state the views of the Agricul- 
tural Department without consultation 
with that body, and if he will direct that 
a larger sum than £260 be spent on the 
improvement of live stock. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It was the Live 
Stock Committee of the Monaghan 


{‘ounty Council who themeslves decided 
the amount to be allocated from the 
local rates to the county live stock 
schemes. This amount, which the De- 
partment approved, makes. together 
with the grant from the Department, a 
total of £520 applied to the improvement 
of live stock in the county Monaghan. 
Mr. Gordon, the Department's represen- 
tative. did not interfere or advise the 
committee in fixing this amount, but he 
gave his opinion that the Department 
would not sanction a proposal which 
was made by the non-members that a 
sum of £600 should be applied from the 
local rates for the schemes in the Carrick- 
macross Rural District alone. 


ULSTER WINTER ASSIZES. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 
S.): L beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that.although it was originally 
promised that the Ulster winter assizes 


should be held in Armagh every fourth | 
year, they have been held there only | 
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once ; and whether, seeing that Armagh 
is as central, and in possession of as good 
railway and other accommodation, as 
Derry, Omagh, or Belfast, he will see that 
this grievance is redressed by the holding 
of winter assizes in Armagh. ' 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A question similar 
to this was addressed to my right hon. 
friend the Attorney General by the hon. 
Member for East Mayo on Tuesday last.+ 
I have nothing to add to the reply given 
to that question. 





LOUGH NEAGH. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
|is aware that a large part of the district 
surrounding Lough Neagh has 
flooded to such an extent during the 
past winter that in many of the houses of 
the inhabitants water for several weeks 
covered the floors to a considerable 
depth ; and whether.seeing that epidemics 
of fevers and other like diseases have 
usually followed that state of matters in 
the past, he will direct the Local Govern- 
ment Inspector to visit and report upon 
the sanitary state of the district with a 
view to the adoption of measures to 
prevent such district 
during the summer; whether his intor- 
| mation shows that the drainage scheme 
|} planned and carried out by the Irish 
| Board of Works has failed to provide the 
| relief from flooding promised for it by 
| their engineer ; whether he is aware that 
| the chief cost of the complete scheme ot 
drainage has been assessed on and paid 
for by the tenant farmers of the district ; 
and whether he will take immediate steps 
to have the drainage of the district for 
which the people have paid completed at 
the public expense. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Local Govern- 
ment Board have received resolutions 
from local bodies to the effect that part of 
this district is subject to floods, but they 
have no information that epidemics of 
fever have resulted from such flooding. 
The works of the drainage district, which 
were completed in 1859, were entirely 
successful for the purposes sought to be 
effected for a number of years. The cost 
of the works in 1859 was charged in the 


been 
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+ See page 583 of this volume. 
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usual way on the interests of the pro-| have not 
I am not in a position, without | mission. 
further inquiry, to state to what extent | 


prietors. 
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| 


increased rents have been imposed on | 
the tenants consequent upon the im- | 


provements. I am not prepared to 
introduce in the present session legisla- 
tion similar to that introduced and subse- 
quently withdrawn in 1889. 


IRISH MAYORS AND COMMISSIONS 
OF ASSIZE. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford. 
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been associated in the com- 


KILLARNEY LAKES, 
Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 


jask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether he is aware that barbed wire 


| wire fences ; 


W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to | 


the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the mayor of the city of 
Waterford is entitled, under charter of 
Charles I., to be included in the com- 
mission of assize for the city ‘of Water- 
ford: and whether he can give any 
explanation of the fact that the present 
mayor of the city has been excluded 


from the commission issued for the 
spring assizes this year. 
*THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 


IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
derry, N.): With my right hon. friend's 
permission, | will reply to this question. 
[have not as yet been able to procure 
the patent to which the question refers. 
My impression is, however, that it only 
qualified the mayor to sit as a member 
of the commission, not entitled him. | 
would refer the hon. Member to an 
answer given by me on the 20th of Feb- 
ruary last year to a question put by the 
hon. Member for East Clare for the 
explanation why the mavors of the 
different assize towns in Ireland have 
been omitted from the conimission ot 


USSIZE, 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: May T ask 
the right hon. Gentleman if he will be 
kind enough to inform the present House 
of Commons the reason why these 
mayors who are qualified. if not entitled, 


fences have been erected by the Earl of 
Kenmare along the Ross Castle entrance 
tothe Lakes of Killarney ; and that a 
large number of visitors have com- 
plained of the existence of these barbed 
and whether, having regard 
to these complaints. he will take steps to 


| have these fences removed. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: The fact is as 

stated in the first paragraph, though, so 
far as the police are aware, no complaints 
have been made by tourists of the exist- 
ence of the barbed wire fences. It is 
permissible to place barbed wire on the 
fence of a public road unless it be in such 
a position as toamount toan obstruction. 
[ am not aware whether the wire has been 
placed along the public road in the present 
instance, but in any case I am informed 
that it is the intention of Lord Kenmare’s 
agent to remove the wire without delay. 


ARMAGH MAGISTRACY, 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he can state the 
number and religious beliefs of the resi- 
dent magistrates in county Armagh. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The county Arj 
magh is comprised in the districts of 
three resident magistrates, all of whom, 
I believe, are Protestants. 


[RISH SCHOOL INSPECTORS. 
Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chiet Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 


| whether he will grant the Return re- 


to sit on these commissions, and have 


heen so sitting from time immemorial, 
have been suddenly struck off ! 


*Mr. ATKINSON: I 
explained that they have not been struck 
off. Their names simply have not been 
included. The positions which 
occupy make them liable to be parties in 
litigation likely to come before the 


they | 


have already | 


| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


specting school inspectors in Ireland, 


notice for which stands on to-day's 
Paper. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 


Inspectors of National Education in 
Ireland is eighty-six. A list of their 
names and various ranks is published 
in Thom’s Directory. I am inquiring 
whether a Return containing this infor- 


judges, and that is the reason why they | mation, supplemented by the dates of 


| 
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the appointments of the inspectors, Mr. WYNDHAM: As already stated 


should be published as a separate Parlia- 
mentary Paper, or whether it cannot be 
embodied in the Annual Reports of the 
Commissioners which are laid before 
Parliament. As at present advised, | 
am not prepared to consent to the 
Return in the form asked by the hon. 
Member. 


GLIN INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL. 

*Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY (Limerick. 
West): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to a resolu- 
tion by the Board of Management of the 
Glin Industrial School in reference to the 
want of railway or steamship accommo- 
dation, to Glin, whereby the school board 
is put to expense in obtaining its supplies, 
which would be reduced if the steam- 
boat plying between Limerick and 
Tarbert called at Glin; also is he aware 
of the hardship that the children from 
the various unions in said county undergo 
in travelling on outside cars to the school ; 
and whether he will take steps to have 
the steamboat plying between Limerick 
and Tarbert call at Glin, and also have 
alight railway laid trom Foynes to 
Tarbert via Shanagolden, Ballyhahill, and 
Glin, which would be a benefit to the 
publie and render access to said industrial 


school easier. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Waterford 
Steamship Company are willing that 
their steamer should call at Glin’ pro- 
vided that certain conditions, which 


have been communicated to the Board 
of Management of the Industrial school, 
are fulfilled. There are no funds ayail- 
able for the construction of the railway 


suggested in the question. 


BIRR AND PORTUMNA RAILWAY. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): | 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, having 
regard to the fact that the Government 
have already consented to give a grant 
of £12,000 in aid of the reconstruction 
of the Birr and Portumna Line, and that 
the International Railway Corporation 
have offered to spend £12,000 more 
in its reconstruction, if necessary, and 
also to equip and work the line, he will 
allow the line to be re-opened. 


beg 


village of 


by me, the proposals of the Interna- 
tional Railway Corporation have been 
brought by the [rish Government before 
the Treasury, who did not see their 
way to hold out any expectation that 
they will consent to a grant of £12,000 
in aid of the reconstruction of the line. 


LONGFORD SPRING ASSIZES. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been ealled to the address to 


the grand jury of county Longford 
at the spring assizes on 4th March, 
complimenting them on the entire 


absence from all serious crime of the 
county of Longford, and stating that it 
was a matter of the greatest satisfaction 
to find the general condition of the county 
so peaceful and orderly ; and will he. 
in view of this fact, direct the police to 
discontinue all interference with the 
organisation of the United Irish League. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have seen a 
newspaper report of the judge’s address 
to the grand jury at Longford assizes 
on the 4th inst. The judge’s observa- 
tions. so far as I can gather, appear to 


have been based on the number of cases 


in which bills were submitted to the 
grand jury, and did not refer, as 


alleged, to “the entire absence from 
all serious crime of the county of Longe 
ford.” The police do not interfere 
with the organisation of the United Irish 
League. 
UNITED TRISH LEAGUE AT 
BALLIN ALEE. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland will he explain by 
whose order County Inspector M‘Der- 
mott, with District Inspectors Rodwell 
and Millar, attended by 100 policemen 
armed with rifles. proceeded to Ballinalee 
on Sunday last to prevent the East 
Collumbkille fife and drum band from 
playing outside the League rooms in 
Ballinalee, in which the North Longford 
executive of the United Irish League 
was holding its monthly meeting: is 
he aware that these policemen kept 
following the band up and down the 
Ballinalee, and refused to 
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allow them to stand for a moment at | 
any house; can he explain what was | 


that no public meeting of any kind was 


» persons were boycotted or in any 
way interfered with in ‘the neighbour hood; 


this display contrary to the advice and 
wish of his subordinate officers ; and will 


cumstances of the case. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have cailed tor 
a detailed report dealing with some 
of the allegations contained in this 
question, and would prefer to postpone 
my reply until I have received the report. 
Perhaps the hon. Member will repeat 
the question on Monday. 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the fact that those in occupation of 
the grazing tracts in the congested 
districts of Ireland are only eleven 
months tenants, and therefore have 
no interest in the land, he will use his 
influence with the Congested Districts 
Board when contemplating the purchase 
of such lands. with a view to induce it 
to treat directly with the landlord and not 
with those eleven months tenants. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This question will 
be brought before the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board at its next meeting on the | 
loth inst.,and I must ask the hon. 
Member to defer it, therefore. until 
after that date. 


IRISH LANGUAGE IN IRISH SCHOOLS. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL : 1 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
in order to enable Irish National teachers 
to meet the desire that at present exists 
for the teaching of the Irish language 
in Irish National schools, the Commis- 
sioners of National Education will estab- 
lish classes for the teaching of Irish to 
teachers during the summer holidays, 
as they have already done in the ease of 
manual instruction, and also to estab- 





the meaning of such conduct considering | 
that the band had come a long distance | 
merely to exercise ; whether he is aware | 


igen or attempted, and no person | 


and whether the county inspector ordered | 


an inquiry be made into all the cir- 


TENANCY OF IRISH GRAZING TRACTS. | 
Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg. 
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|lish Saturday or evening classes for the 
same purpose. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There are no funds 
at the disposal of the Commissioners for 
the purpose stated. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: May | 
ask the right hon. Gentleman if it is not 
_a fact that the managers of schools in Ire- 
land are at present unable to find teachers 
who can teach the Irish language, in con- 
sequence of the lack of funds ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot by way 


of question and answer across the floor 


of the House debate a question which 
can be raised on the Estimates. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Could not 
the right hon. Gentleman suggest that 
a special Estimate should be put on for 
this purpose ? 


Mr. WYNDIIAM: It is too late to 
suggest any addition to the Estimates 
for the present year. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Supple- 
mentary Estimates are not unknown. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Neither 


are Votes on Account. 


DUBLIN POSTAL STAFF. 

Mr. PATRICK O°’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether, as the scale of the male super- 
vising force was increased at last revision. 
a proportionate increase will be granted 
to the female supervising officers of the 
Dublin staff: whether the Postmaster 
General will remedy the grievances of the 
Dublin female telegraphists, as numbers 
of them have been for years at their 
maxima and are constantly performing 
supervising duties : whether the Post- 
master General will, by increasing the 
number of female supervising appoint- 
ments in the Dublin General Post Oftice, 


, abolish the practice of female telegraph- 


ists supervising: whether the pro- 
posed increase in the Dublin female staff 
is to be made by giving appointments 
to ee afted from other oftices : 
and whether it was in consequence of 
this drafting thie no competitive exami- 
nation was held in Dublin last December 
for female learners : and will the Post- 
master General now have the proposed 
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increase in the Dublin female staff sup- 
plied altogether from candidates chosen 
after open competitive examination, thus 
giving opportunities to candidates who 
have been preparing for these examina- 


Questions. 


tions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General is not aware that the 
scales of salary for the male telegraph 
supervising staff at Dublin were increased 
at the last revision. The scales for the 
female supervising officers are those 
proper to their class at offices such as 
Dublin, and no reason is seen for in- 
creasing them. As regards any addition 
to the number of supervising appoint- 
ments, this question will be dealt with 
on its merits in the revision now under 
consideration ; but, as stated in the 
answer given on the 28th ultimo, the 
number of such appointments cannot be 
increased merely in order to afford pro- 
motion to telegraphists at the maximum 
of their scale. It was found necessary 
during the course of the year 1900, and 
pending the revision at Dublin. to pro- 
vide by experienced assistance for the 
increase of work in the telegraph office ; 
and a small number of telegraphists were, 
in these circumstances, transferred to 
Dublin from other offices. thus rendering 
a competitive examination in December, 
for female learners in Dublin, needless. 
It is proposed to make the transfer per- 
manent in the case of any officer who 
satisfies the requirements of the post to 
be filled. It is necessary in order to pro- 
vide for emergencies that such transters 
should be occasionally made, and while 
the expedient is not resorted to unless in 
exceptional instances it is not possible 
to forego its use. 
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'sioners of His Majesty’s Treasury will 
direct that the printing be supplied from 
the same source. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
hon. Member has been misinformed, 
No printing is required in connection 
with equity business, and all books so 
required are supplied by the Stationery 
Office, on application. Local rates bear 
no expenses in connection with 

| business. 


such 


THE ROYAL DECLARATION AGAINST 
tOMAN CATHOLICISM. 

CoLoNEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): | 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he has taken through the usual 
channels any steps to ascertain if a Bill 
to modify the Royal Deel ration would 
pass without serious opposition from 
any organised section of the House, and 
would thus facilitate instead of impeding 
public business ; and whether his atten 
tion has been drawn to the numerous 
resolutions now being passed by public 
bodies against the idolatrous terms of 
the Royal Declaration. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This question 
is on precisely similar lines to many 
which have already appeared on the 
Paper. and which I have already an- 
swered, I have nothing to add to he 
many statements I have already mad 
to the House. 


COLONEL NOLAN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say whether he is going to 
bring in a Bill, and whether he has as- 
certained through the usual channels 
what time it would occupy to pass. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 


the hon. and gallant Gentleman has any 


‘right to ask me questions as to how or 


IRISH GOVERNMENT PRINTING. 

Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is aware that the printing 
required for the office of Clerk of the 
Crown and Peace in Ireland, not merely 
in connection with franchise and jurors’ 
lists and Crown business. but also for the 
purposes of its equity business, is ob- 
tained at the expense of the local rates ; 
and whether, seeing that the various fees 
paid by the public in connection with 
t':e latter business are lodged to the credit 
of the Treasury, the Lords Commis- 


whence | derive my impressions as to the 
time to be taken up by any Bill. 

COLONEL NOLAN: I apologise to the 
right hon. Gentleman, but I should like 
him to give me some information on th 
subject. 

Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman say whether he 
has received resolutions of protest against 
the idolatrous terms of the Declaration 
from the Limerick Corporation ? 

Mr. SPEAKER: That does not arise 
out of the question. 
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THE NEW COINAGE. 

Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he will consider the propriety 
of postponing the issue of any new coinage 
having on it the head of the King until 
decimal coinage is introduced. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The new 
coinage must be settled in the course of 
the current year. I do not think that 
the country is prepared for any funda- 
mental change such as the question 


suggests. 


ELECTORAL ANOMALIES—IRISH 
REPRESENTATION, 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR : I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether. 
having regard to the fact that the Rom- 
ford Division of Essex numbers no less 
than 33,000 electors. and is increasing 
that number by about 5,000 per annum. 
and has only one representative, he will 
consider the advisability of permanently 
suspending two of the writs of Irish 
Members and issuing them to that por- 
tion of the county of Essex comprised 
inthe Romtord Division. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, N.): Did 
the hon. Member before putting the 
question consult the Irish Members whom 
he has asked to back his Bills ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am quite 
aware that my hon. friend’s constituency 
is perhaps the greatest of the many 
great anomalies which at present. sig- 
nalise our Parliamentary system. But | 
think that his method of dealing with 
those anomalies is somewhat crude. | 
do not think I can promise him legislation 
on those lines. 


VISIT TO THE COLONTES— 
SUGGESTED VISIT TO INDIA. 

Sik MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: | beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether it would be possible 
to include in the course of the forth- 
coming tour of their Royal Highnesses 
the Duke and Duchess of Cornwall and 
York to the Commonwealth of Australia 
and the Dominion of Canada a visit to 
the Empire of India, where the presence 
of the Heir to the Throne with his consort 
would be regarded as a most gracious 
compliment by the princes and peoples. 
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and be productive of beneficent results 
similar to those which followed the 
memorable visit thirty years ago of His 
Majesty the King as Prince of Wales. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer to 
my hon. friend I have to say that the 
pressure upon the time of their Royal 
Highnesses is so great that it would be 
impossible, I am afraid, to carry out the 
scheme which he suggests. 


Questions. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
[ wish to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
as to the business of the House, and 
especially with regard to two points—on 
what days he proposes to take the 
appointment of the Committee on the 
Civil List, and the statement. of the 
Secretary of State for War on the Army 
Estimates. I would also ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether it would not be 
desirable, seeing that that statement, 
if all things we hear are true, will be of 
unusual complexity and importance, that 
the discussion should be postponed until 
Members have the opportunity of con- 
sidering it in print. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As regards 
the Civil List. my right hon. friend the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will bring 
forward his motion as the first Order on 
Monday next. The arrangement for 
to-morrow stands—namely, my _ right 
hon. friend the Secretary of State for 
War will make his statement. with Mr. 
Speaker in the chair. I think the right 
hon. Gentleman's request that there 
should be an adjournment after the 
statement is made is reasonable. and | 
shall be glad to comply with it. The 
business to be taken after the state 
ment will probably be the Army Esti- 
mates ; and they will be taken also after 
the motion with regard to the Civil List 
is disposed of. 


SUSPENSION OF MEMBERS (5TH 
MARCH)-POLICE IN THE HOUSE. 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I desire to 

ask by whose orders a body of police 
entered this House last Wednesday 
morning ; under whose command the 
police were when inside the House ; 
and whether since Oliver Cromwell 
entered the House with soldiers in 16538 
there is any precedent for the entry of 
2G 
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The Case of 


soldiers or police into the Commons’ 
Chamber for the purpose of forcibly 
removing hon. members of this House. 


To whom does the 


SPEAKER : 
? 


entleman address the question ? 


*Mr. 
is: G 

Mr. DILLON : | addressed the question 
to you. Sir ; but perhaps I ought to have 
addressed it to the Leader of the House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: | have no objection 
to answer it, though, strictly, it is not a 
question that ought to be addressed to 
me. The police entered this House by 


iny orders. They were under the im- 
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mediate control of Inspector Scantlebury. | 


question, 1 am 


necessary 


historical 
made the 


the 
have not 


As to 
atraid | 
research. 


THE CASE * MR. JORDAN. 
*\in. =i I have to inform the 


House that I have received the following 
letter from the hon. Member tor South 
Fermanagh (Mr. Jordan). It reached 
me yesterday afternoon. 
To the 6th Mareh, 1901. 
Right Honourable William Gully, 
Speaker of the House of Commons. 
Sir, : 

1, the undersigned Member of the House of 
Commons, desire to bring the following facts 
under your notice. 

On this day [ was reported by the Chairman 
of Committees to you as having refused to 
leave the House when a division was calle d, 
and having defied his ruling. There is no 
foundation for that statement, as I did leave 
the House when the division was called, and 
only returned to it, in common with the other 
Members in the lobbies, when the Chairman 
announced his intention of reporting those 
Members who did not leave the House. 

I am now prevented from entering the 
House, and I desire to claim my right to enter 
the House, and discharge my duty to my 
constituents. 

(Signed) 

Upon receipt of that letter | informed 
the hon. Member for East Mayo that 
| thought, as it raised a strong prima 
facie ease of error in the report, the hon. 
Member was entitled to have the advan- 
tages of priority—such as are given to 
questions of privilege —in order that an 
alleged mistake directly affecting the 
Parliamentary position of an hon. Mem- 
her may be corrected, and therefore I 
informed him that I] would call him on 
early with his motion, At the same time, 


JEREMIAH JORDAN. 
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I desire to state that this decision arises 
out of the special circumstances of the 
case, and must not be taken as a pre- 
cedent in any way for the proposition 
that where the House has suspended a 
Member. and in order to rescind that 
order and to restore him again to the 
House. he is entitled to any privilege. He 
is not entitled, as such, to any privilege. 
The other point to which | would call 
attention is that, in granting precedence 
to this motion as a matter arising out 
of the special cireumstances of the case, 
discussion upon it must be confined 
strictly to the question whether the hon. 
Member tor South Fermanagh is the 
victim of error, and whether in point of 
fact he did disobey the ruling of the 
Chair. 


Mr. DILLON: The motion | have to 
make is as follows: “That the Order 
made on Tuesday, 5th March, suspending 
twelve Members trom the service of the 
House, he rescinded in so far as it applies 
to Mr. Jordan.” I must not be taken 
asaccepting the view that the other 
Members mentioned in the Order 
[Cries of “ Order” from the Ministerial 
benches.| | would be out of order in 
entering lito that matter on this motion, 
and | allude to it only for the purpose 
of sateguarding myself from an inference 
which might very easily be drawn from 
the form of the motion I now submit to 
the House. I pass trom that subject, 
merely placing on record my _ beliet, 
gathered trom the evidence of colleagues, 
that besides Mr. Jordan there were several 
others mentioned in the Order who did 
not dety the authority of the Chair, but 
some of Whom at a later period did refuse 
to obey the Chair through indignation 
at the treatment they had received. 

In recommending this motion to the 
House, it will plainly be necessary for me 
very briefiv to recall to the memory of the 


House what oceurred on this Wednes 
day morning. I was not present myselt, 
and I have collected the facets. [Cries 
of “ Order.” | Hon. Members might give 
me fair play. We may have an angry 


debate by and by, but this is a matter 
on which T have always known the House 
of Commons to give fair play. This is a 
question «of an injustice, as I claim. 
inflicted upon a Member of this House. 
who has just as good a right, as far as his 
action is concerned, to sit here and take 
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part in the debates as any other Member. | 


I wish to explain the absolute necessity 


ander which [ lie of giving a briet resume | 


the facts of Wednesday morning, in 
order to establish my case. I shall do 
nothing more than that. Why do I lie 
under that necessity? It is because 
there is on the official record of the House 
a distinet statement on the authority of 


the Chairman of the House, that he had | 


observed Mr. Jordan to be one of the 
Members who had refused to obey his 
ruling. [ am not entitled to do what 


some hon. Members apparently, trom the | 


interruption | heard a moment 
thought I was entitled to do—namely. 
ippeal to Mr. Jordan’s letter and claim 
the privilege that the hon. Member for 
South Fermanagh should be taken at 
his word. Lam not in a position to base 
my case upon that moral claim, because 
there is a conflict of testimony between 
the statements in that letter and the 
ficial reeord of the House, the declara- 
tion of the Chairman that he had himselt 
hserved Mr. Jordan as one of those 
vho retused to obey his ruling. That 
places upon me the absolute necessity 
# endeavouring to establish my case in 
javour of Mr. Jordan. 
the facts from three sourees—the official 
record, which | hold in my hand, The 
Limes report. which is rather full, and 
which. although it has no official value. 
son quantum valeat, considerable testi- 
mony, and the evidence of my colleagues. 
ind of some other Members whom I have 
consulted as to what happened. The 
ficial record is as tollows— 

“Several Members refused to leave the 
House to proceed to the division lobby. 
Whereupon the Chairman directed the doors 
to be unlocked in order to report the matter 
to the Speaker. 

“Mr. Speaker resumed the chair. 

“The Chairman reported, That several 
Members, the hon. Member for South-East 
Vork. North Kerry, South Tipperary, North 
Meath, North Leitrim, East Limerick, North- 
East Cork, West Cavan, East Tyrone, South 
Fermanagh, East Cork, and West Cork, had 
refused to leave the House and proceed to the 


division lobby when directed to do so by 
him.” 


Cherefore the Chairman is responsible 
tor stating that of his own knowledge. 
Phe otheial record proceeds— 


“Mr. Speaker appealed to the hon. Members 
u the interests of the House not to persist in 
their refusal to obey the Chair.” 


{7 Mar 


ago, | 


I have collected | 


Mr. Jordan. sot 


cH 1901} 


Sut note 
| matter 
will c 


that this is a very important 
because the record in this case, | 
»tend, is Inaccurate. 

“ But the said hon. Members having repeated 
their determination not to leave the Honse 
for the «liv ision——— ” 

“The said hon. Members having re- 
peated them determination.”” Now, J am 
authorised on the part of Mr. Jordan to 
}say that he did not refuse in the first 
‘instancs, that he went into the lobby to 
vote lik» all the other Members, and, 
inthe -ecoud place, he did not repeat his 


idetermination. It was an intention 
| which 1 never entertained, and 
therefore in both these particulars | 
| have maintain that the official 
record inaccurate. That will, } 
lthink. cvonke it clear to hen. Mem- 
hers 1] my motion is very simple. 
| have +onsequently to impugn the 
authonty of the Chairman on a matter 
of tact. and to impugn the correctness 


of the official record of the House in two 
particulors. Utake, as my first evidence, 
The T we: report, and I think hon. 
Members when they listen to it will see 
the enor raous importance, even supposing 
the report is not minutely and verbally 
accurate, the enormous importance oi 
the account of the transactions given 
in Th This is what The Times 
report - 


2 Enbes, 


The CuAIRMAN: Order, order! If the 
hon. Members decline to proceed to the divi- 
sion lobbies, I must report the circumstances 
to the Speaker. 

“Mr. P. M‘HuGH: Bring in your police- 
men [cheers |, but we are not going to divide. 

** The CHAIRMAN then despatched a message 
to the Speaker. 

** Members now came back from the lobbies 
and re-oceupied the benches, while Mr. Nichol- 
son, one of the Clerks at the Table, proceeded 
to the Irish benches to take the names of the 
recaleitrants:.” 


That elenrly shows—and I have abundant 
other evidence to the same effeet—that 
the naines of the so-called or supposed 
recaleitrant Members were actually being 
taken down in, as I contend, an utterly 
irregula: iashion by one of the Clerks of 
the Table, and that the Chairman had 
called the division off, and Members 
on both sides had commenced to troop 
back froza the lobbies. 

Now, that is amy first point, and 
may statement, which IT am authorised 
ind requested by Mr. Jordan to make, 
262 
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is that when he heard the division 
called, he immediately obeyed the 
order of the Chairman, that he pro- 
ceeded into the “No” lobby and 
remained in the “No” lobby until he 
heard the division was off, and that he 
then returned to the House along with a 
number of other Members on these 
benches. On his return to the House 
after he had obeyed the order, he was 
met by one of the clerks, who. with a 
pencil and paper in his hand, took down 
his name as one of the recalcitrant 
Members. I proceed with The Times 
report. The Chairman on the return of 
the Speaker. reported and = spoke as 
follows— 

*“Mr. Speaker, | have to report to you, Sir; 
that during the course of the division | had put 
the question which I was ordered to put by 
the House as a result of the division upon the 
closure. During the course of that division a 
certain number of Members of the House 
declised tu leave their seats [loud Nationalist 
cheers] and to proceed into the division lobbies. 
| requested them more than once to proceed. 
but | gathered from the observations which fell 
from these hon. Members or some of them that 
tiey declined to proceed. Thereupon [thought 
it was due to the House, in the position in 
which we found ourselves, that [ should follow 
the precedent which had been set on a former 
occasion and ask you, Sir, to return to the 
chair. It was impossible for me, Sir, to see all 
the hon. Members who declined to leave their 
seats, but | may say that among those whom 
| was able to observe” 


note. confirming the official record 
‘were the Members for South-East Cork, 
North Kerry, South Tipperary, North Meath, 
North Leitrim, East Limerick, North-East 
Cork,- West Cavan, East Tyrone, South 
Fermanagh, East Cork, ani West Cork.” 


Mr. SPEAKER: [| must point out 
to the hon. Member that, as he is quite 
aware. no attack must be made on the 
action of the Chairman of Committees 
except Upon express notice. 


*Mr. DILLON: All | was saying was 
that. as a matterof facet. the Member for 
South Fermanagh did not decline to 
leavethe House. He went into the lobby, 
as | have already stated, and it was on 
his return from the lobby, after obeying 
the Chair in the fullest sense, that his 
name was taken down and returned as 
one of the reealcitrants. That is the story 
which I have to tell to the House from 
the hon. Member himself, and in a most 
important particular it is confirmed 


Mr. Dillon. 
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by The Times report, because, as hon. 
Members will recollect, The Times report 
declares that the Clerk at the Table was 
busy taking down the names of Members 
after Members on all sides of the House 
had returned to the House. What I con- 
tend is that in thisinstance a departure 
was made from the usual practice, and 
that. as a matter of fact, the names sub- 
mitted to you, Sir, were, at all events to 
some extent, collected by one of the clerks 
at the Table, and that in the case of Mr. 
Jordan, and in some other cases which | 
am not bringing before the House for 
various reasons, a mistake was made 
owing to that fact. It may be said—and 
I have no doubt it will be said—why did 
not Mr. Jordan, when the Speaker. on 
returning to the chair, made an appeal 
to hon. Members to obey the order of the 
Chair, stand up and declare that his 
name was wrongfully reported ? I must 
deal first of all with what actually oc- 
curred. According to the official record 
and the report of The Times, you, Sir, 
addressed a question to hon. Members 
collectively as to whether they persisted 
in their determination not to clear the 
House. There was then ne division 


going on 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The names of hon. 
Members had been called out by their 
constituencies, and I did not eall on hon. 
Members collectively, but only on those 
whose constituencies had been named. 


Mr. DILLON: I recollect that fact 
perfectly, and [ was comingtoit. I have 
made careful Inquiry on this point, 
and I am assured that your question. 
Sir, was answered by a shout from 
the Irish benches, and in the general 
uproar and excitement it would have 
heen perfectly impossible for anyone 
to say, as regards all those Members. 
whether all of them declared that they 
determined to persist in their 
refusal. That is a very important point. 
and [ assert on behalf of Mr. Jordan. 
an absent Member, that he did not answe1 
Mr. Speaker in that sense ; that he had 
no intention of offending against order : 
and that he did not offend against order. 
The only precedent exactly on all fours 
which I have in my mind was that of 
21st May, 1896, when the Chairman 
interrupted the proceedings on the Agri- 
cultural Land Rating Bill and sent for 


were 
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337 The Case of 


you, Mr. Speaker. What occurred on that 
} 


occasion ! 

* Mr. SPEAKER: Order, oider! 
The hon. Member is now proceeding 
to discuss the conduct of the Chairman 
on Tuesday night. He is not entitled 
todoso. The discussion must be entirely 
confined to the question of whether there 
was or was not an error in the report 
he made. The hon. Member cannot 
go into the precedents and say that the 
Chairman should have acted in such 
and such a way, as was done on previous 
vecasions. ‘That is to attack the conduct 
of the Chair. 


Mr. DILLON: But, Sir, T am en- 
titled, surely, to use any argument caleu- 
lated to carry my point, which is of 
inportance to the discussion. I do not 
desire to attack the Chair, but surely 
my mouth will net be closed on the all- 
important question to the fate of my 
motion—namely, as to why Mr. Jordan 
did not reply when you, Sir, made the 
appeal from the chair. I maintain 
that it was impossible for anybody in 
the circumstances to judge, when that 
collective appeal was made, whether 
Mr. Jordan was a party to that refusal. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: | must ask the hon. 
Member to avoid attacking the Chair. 


Mr. DILLON: Certainly, Sir. [| was 
only alluding very briefly to the fact 
that on a previous occasion, when a simi- 
lar suspension took place, you, Sir, asked 
each individual Member, myself included, 
this question—” Do | understand the hon. 
Member also to decline to leave the House? 
Mr. Dillon : Yes, Sir, | do decline.” Then 
you asked Dr. Tanner and each other 
Member, man by man, and each admitted 
his offence and his intention to persist 
in that offence in spite of your appeal. 
Then and then only you took action 
against those Members. | was not for a 
moment endeavouring or desiring to find 
fault with your procedure, but I mention 
that case for the purpose of explaining 
how it came to pass that an error may 
have arisen, and you may have been led 
to think that Mr. Jordan was defying 
the Chair. In this instance Mr. Jordan 
lett the House, as he tells me, without 
waiting to be removed from it ; and the 
only point of controversy is why he did 
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not rise up and there and then protest 
against being named. In this instance, 
according to my information, all those 
Members who did stand up were shouted 
down. I am told that even a right 
hon. Gentleman on the Front Opposition 
Bench endeavoured to address the House, 
and it was impossible in the state of ex- 
citement which prevailed for any man— 
much less for one of those incriminated— 
to get a fair hearing for his statement. 
In the temper and excitement which 
prevailed, it was not unnatural for an 
hon. Member, smarting under a sense of 
great injustice, and guilty of no breach 
of the rules, to think that the wisest 
and most dignified course to take was 
quietly to walk out of the House. That 
is my case.’ I do not wish to enter into 
anything which is not essential to it, 
and theretore I beg to move. 


CoLONEL NOLAN seconded the motion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Order of the House made 
on Tuesday, the 5th day of March, sus- 
pending twelve Members from the service 
of the House, be rescinded so far as it 


applies to Mr. Jordan.”"— (Wr. Dillon.) 


“*Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrner. Cumberland, 
Penrith): After the letter which you, 
Sir. have read from the hon. Member for 
South Fermanagh. [ desire frankly and 
at once to say that 1 admit that I must 
have made a mistake. Therefore, as far 
as T am concerned, I have no objection 
whatever to the acceptance of the motion. 
But | think, at the same time, that it is 
due to myself as well as to the House to 
explain as briefly as may be the cireum- 
stances in which that mistake arose. [| 
am sure I shall receive the sympathy of a 
great number of Members of the House 
in the very difficult position in which | 
found myself. The difficulty was much 
increased by the fact that a great number 
of Gentlemen on ‘Tuesday night chal- 
lenged my decision, and refused to leave 
their places. In order to make certain | 
jotted down, as far as I could judge from 
my position at the Table, the names otf 
those Gentlemen whom | saw remaining 
in the House and refusing to leave ; but, 
in order to make absolutely certain, | 
requested the Clerk at the Table to be 
kind enough to obtain the names of the 
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Gentlemen who refused to le», 
that proceeding was going o1: 
tectly obvious, after what has { 
for East Mays 
statement of the circumstances — 


the hon. Member 


iectly obvious that certain 
returned to the House. 


to the chair. 


hon. Member for East Mayo 1: 
tion of the circumstances is the st 
that I sent for the Speaker 


was completed. 


the Table ; and it was not 
was completed, and | saw 
menin the House. 


you, Mr. Speaker. I have 


the mistake arose from the | 
Member for South Fe 
under the impression that tly 


hon. 


had been sent for, and thersipon re- Sittings of the House.—(Wr. A. J. 
turned to his place: and so fis name Balfour.) 
came to appear on the list. ke upon ? 
mvself full responsibility for cf mistake The House divided :-—Aves. 304 : Noes 
which occurred. I admit thot it was a 181. (Division List No. 42.) 

AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt Sir Alex. F 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
\ynew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John | 
Allhusen, Aug. Henry Eden 
Alisopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William “Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead- Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, C a JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, J e ah Walworth) 
Bain, Col. . oh Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander | 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manelir 
eee ee W. (Leeds) | 
Balfour, Maj. K. R. (Christch 
anbury, Frederick George 
Ibanes, Major George Edward 
Barry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor | 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H( Bristol) | 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W. B.( Hants. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Khownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Ligwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middle’x | 


Mr. J. W. Lowther, 








But | 

out that it was not until my list 
pleted that I sent to ask you, 
The only objection 
I have to make to the state 
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pleted my list, verifying it 
which I had received frou Gh 
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mir, to return 


which ber for East Mayo. [ have no doubt that 
: of the the House will, without further discus- 
his rela- sion. agree to the motion of the hon 
itement Member. 
hefor> my list 
| com- Question put, snd agreed to. 
frou. the list 
‘lerk at 


uritit that list 
those Gentle- 


iv sent for 
no coubt that | the 
“hat the Standing Order No. 21. 
rmanagh was 


Speaker 


bowies, T. Gibson( King sLynn 
Bras _ rt 

Bro del 1 Hon. St. John 
Brooktiel , C ‘olonel Montagu 
Brown. AlexanderH. (Shropsh. 
Ballard, Sir Harry 

Burde tt-Coutts, W. 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cautley. Henry aa 
Cavendish, R. ‘ Lanes. } 
Cavendis n,V.C.W. Y (Derby sh. 
Cecil, Evelyn rind Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 


| Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. | 
| Chamberlain,J Austen( Worer 


Chapman. Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

( ‘hure hill, Winston Spencer 
Cl lare Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colom, Sir John Chas. Ready | 
Colston, Charles E. H. Athole | 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cor!ett. A. Cameron(Glasgow) | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge | 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt. Hon. Henry 


is per-. occurred. 
ten from to the hen. 
and his nagh for any 
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Motion made, and Question put, ~ That 
proceedings on the 


sion at ‘Twelve o clock this night. 
interrupted under the Standing Order 
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mistake, and I am extremely sorry that it 
I apologise to the House and 
for South Ferma- 
which he 


Member 


inconvenience 


may have suffered. 


STANDING ORDER). 


Dalrymple, Sir Charle- 
Dewar, T. R(T’rH mlets, ‘5.Gee 
Dickinson. Robert Edmond 
Dimsdale, Sir J. Cocktield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixor 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. Akers 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke. Henry Edward 
Durnine-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wim. Hart 
Everton, _ A. de Tatton 
Elliot. Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George mpses wh 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane'r 
Fielden. Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch. George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 

| Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernot 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry W _ 
Foster, Sir M. (Lond, Univer 
Gartitt, William 

Gibbs, Hn A. G.H.(CityofLond 
Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans} 
Gordon, ow d.E. (Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J . (Londonderry, Ss.) 
Gordon,M aj Evans-(T’ rH ml’'ts 


After the state- 
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Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | 


Goschen, Hn. George Joachim | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdim’nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Roland 
Groves, ‘James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churehill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hi: sey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Middx 
Hamilton, Marq.of (Londond’y 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Ty nem th 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hasle tt, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arth. Howard (Hanley 
Heath, James(Statfords, N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Ed. Brodie( Hampstead 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. 
Hoge, Lindsay 


Hope, J. F.(Shettield, Bright’de 
Horner, Frederick William 


Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, apt.J.(KentFaversh 
Howard,J. (Midd.,Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James H. Ceeil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kimber, Henry 

Niag, Sir Henry Seymour 
Know les, Lees 

Li ambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Leckv, Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lee,C apt. AH.( Hants, Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Leveson-Gower, Freder _ Ss. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. I 


Loder, Gerald Walter Envkine 


Long, Col. C. W. lo eal 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 


Abraham, Wm. (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 


Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue..Stroud 


| Pym, C. 
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Loyd. Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft 


| Lueas, ReginaldJ (Portsmouth) 


Lyttelton. Hon. Alfred 





| 


Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison | 


Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liv erpool) 
Maconochie, / 

M‘Arthur, ( ‘harles (Liverpool) 


| M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) 
| M‘Iver.SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
| M‘killop, Jas, (Stirlingshire) 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, fan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.P. 


Maxwell, RtHnSirH E(Wigton | 


Maxwell, W.J H( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milner. RtHon.SirFrederickG. 
Milward. Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon 
Montague, Hn..J.Scott(Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore. bagroernel Antrim, N.) 
More, KR. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Mount. William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray (. 
Muntz. Philip A. 

Muray, RtHnAGrahain (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate. Franeis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nichol. Donald Ninian 

O Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert P.( Darlington) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn. Jolin 

Perey, Earl 

Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Guy 

Randles, John S 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratelitte, R. | 

Reid, James (Greenock) 


temnant, James Farquharson | 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
NOES. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 


Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. Henry 
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Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn. M. W (Staley bridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F’. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
a: Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 

Sadler, Col. sea Alexander 
Samuel, 7 8. (Limehouse 
Sassoon, § Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E. J. 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,CaptJ.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew! 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W, F. D.(Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest(W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
ee Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(OxfdUni. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomliuson, Win. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JobnCatheart(Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby,Lt. — A.CLE (Tauntn 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Whitmore, Charles Aigernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHnJ. Powell (Bir. 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander(Berks,E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Atherley-Jones, L. 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 








New Bills. 


Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
jurke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 

Caine, ig wo Sproston 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 

Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 

Carew, James Laurence 

Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 

Causton, Richard Knight 

Cawley, Frederick 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crombie, John William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 

Delany, William 

Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-shire) 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 

Dillon, John 

Douglas, Charles M. 

Dutly, William J. 

Dunean, James A. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 

Flynn, James Christopher 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 

Furness, Sir Christopher 

Gladstone, Rt HnHerbertJohn 
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Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John P; atrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- | 
Hayter,Rt. Hon.Sir ArthurD. 
Heime, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.CharlesH. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. ) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swan’a 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyee, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir J. George Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJ osephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
McKenna, Reginald 
Mekillop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, na illiam 

Mellor, Rt. Hn. John Willian 
Mooney, Seles J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John( Montrose 
Morton, E.J. C. (Devonport) 
Moulton, —_ Fletcher 
Murphy, J e 

Nannetti, _Joseph ie 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, ‘ol. JohnP. (Galway, N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil W illiam 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


Thomas, 





New Bills. 


O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham 
Palmer,George Wm. (Reading) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Perks, Robert William 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Watertord) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sehwann, Charles E. 

Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, aA — 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soares, E rest J. 
Spencer, RtHnC. Kt. (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
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Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 


Theodore Cooke 

Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Alfrea(Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas, David A lfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Tomkinson, james 

Treve — Charles Philips 
Tuliy, —— 

Wallace, Robert 
Walton,-JohnLawson(Leeds,s. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 


Tay lor, 


Weir, pro Galloway 
W rl Georve Sage 
White, Luke (York, R.) 


Whiteley, ¢ once York, WR. 
Whittey, J. H. (Halifax) 

Williams, Osmond(Merioneth 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfelk, Mid 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wodehouse, Hn. Armine( Essex 


Goddard, Daniel Ford O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) W oodhouse,SirJ.'T.( Hudrsfld. 
Grant, Corrie O'Connor, James (Wicklow,W | Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Griflith, Ellis J. O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) Your: ul. James Henry 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
Haldaue, Richard Burdon Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Hammond, John () Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) Mr. Broadhurst and Mr. 
Harcourt, Kt. Hon. Sir Wm. Malley, William Channing. 
Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil O'Mara, James 
NEW BILLS TROUT FISHING ANNUAL CLOSE 
EW BILLS. TIME (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
: ‘To provide an Annual Close Time tor 
TROUT FISHING ANNUAL CLOSE | [tout Fishing in Scotland,” presented, 


TIME 


Bill to provide an Annual Close Time 
for Trout Fishing in Scotland, ordered to | 
The Lord 
Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland 


be brought in by 


Mr. Anstruther. 


(SCOTLAN V). 


be printed. 


Advocate, 
and 
Grounds in 


and read the first 
second time upon Monday next, and to 


{Bill 90.] 


tine; to be read a 


BURIAL GROUNDS (SCOTLAND). 
Bill for the better regulation of Burial 
Scotland, 


ordered to be 
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brought in by The Lord Advocate, Mr. 
Solicitor General for Scotland, and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


BURIAL GROUNDS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“For the better regulation of Burial 
Grounds in Scotland,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be printed 


[Bill 1. 


AMENDMENT OF STANDING ORDER 


No. 21. 


Standing Order No. 21 read. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think I shall 
hest consult the interests and the dignity 
ofthe House if in introducing the Amend- 
ment to the Standing Order which is in 
my name on the Paper of the House I 
abstain wholly from any irritating topics, 
and, as far as possible, from anything in 
the nature of unnecessary comment. 
The unhappy incidents of Tuesday night, 
or Wednesday morning, are so fresh in 
the recollection of the whole House that 
it would be superfluous were I to recall 
them to the House, or to dwell upon them 
atany length. It is sufficient for me to 
say, and it is the justification, after all, 
of this proposed change of the Standing 
Order. that there was at that time an 
offence Committed which, if not a new 
offence, certainly was never committed 
to the extent and with the aggravation 
which attended it on that occasion, and 
that this offence under our Standing 
Orders as they now are meets with no 
summary punishment at all.) The Mem- 
bers of this House who were named by 
you, Sir, and were suspended by the 
House, are at this moment suffering 
iom the week's expulsion from this 
House, which is the penalty inflicted by 
the Standing Order. But the fact that 
ater they had been so suspended from 
their service in the House they resisted. 
even to violence, your directions that 
they should leave the House is a crime 
against the order of this House which 
receives, and can receive under our system 
of stmmary jurisdiction in this House, no 
punishment at all. 

The House is aware that up to a com- 
paratively recent period the power of the 
House to deal with those of its Members 
who had offended seriously against its rules 
depended on what I mayeall the traditional 
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/powers of this House—the common law 
powers, if I may so call them, to borrow a 
phrase from the law of the land. Those 
common law powers, however, are rather 
cumbrous and elaborate in their applica- 
tion; and although they still exist in 
their full force, and although I think it is 
very undesirable in any way to interfere 
with them, the House has felt from time 
to time that it is absolutely necessary in 
the interests of order in this House that 
its powers of summary jurisdiction 
should be increased. There are two 
Standing Orders on which that power of 
summary jurisdiction depends. There 
is Standing Order No. 27. which deals 
with disorderly conduct. Under that 
Standing Order it is in the power of Mr. 
Speaker, or the Chairman of Committees, 
to order any Member who is guilty of 
disorderly conduct at once to leave the 
House, and the Member so ordered is 
suspended from the service of the House 
during that sitting. No division is taken ; 
the judgment of the House is not called 
upon to confirm the judgment of Mr. 
Speaker, or the Chairman; and, as a 
consequence of that order, as the natural 
result of it, the sentence is in itself of the 
lightest possible description. The other 
Standing Order which deals with this 
matter is Standing Order No, 21. which 
is the Standing Order I propose to amend 
by the resolution standing on the Paper. 
Standing Order 21 differs from Standing 
Order 27 in this, that before any penalty 
is inflicted upon a disorderly Member he 
is named by the Speaker of the House, 
and the House has an opportunity of 
expressing its opinion as to whether he 
should or should not undergo the conse- 
quent penalty. The House being thus 
ealled on to back up the authority of the 
Chair. the penalties described in Standing 
Order 21 are of a more severe description 
than those in Standing Order 27. A 
Member may be suspended. is suspended, 
for the first offence in a session for a 
week, for a second offence for a fortnight, 
for a third or any subsequent offence for a 
month. It is that Standing Order which 
I propose to amend by adding a clause 
which shall provide a penalty—I do not 
say whether an adequate or an inadequate 
penalty—but a penalty which, as it seems 
to me, is the most proper we can fix upon. 
This is a new penalty for the fur- 
ther offence of resisting Mr. Speaker's 
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direction. This contingency that Mr. 
Speaker's direction should be resisted was 
not prominently before the 
happily, at the time when these 
Standing Orders in their present shape 
were framed. 
ence has been of a kind to bring that 
possibility very prominently before us, 
and I do not think, having regard to 
what occurred on Tuesday last. we can 
leave that offence wholly undealt with. 
It will be observed that unless some 
change such as I propose is passed in the 
rule, the existing penalties almost stand 
in the way—they are a certain obstacle 


in the way—of dealing adequately with | 
the punishment of physical resistance to 
‘on Tuesday night, even they. I think. 


Mr. Speaker's order, because a Member 
having been suspended is relieved of any 


further attendance in the House for a | 


week. You could not proceed next day 
to deal with these Gentlemen who are 
now suffering from their suspension. 
because they cannot be in their places. 
They are necessarily and by our order 
absent ; and we think it would not be 
proper to deal in their absence with men 
who have no opportunity of alleging 
any extenuating circumstances. There- 
fore it is absolutely necessary that we 
should provide some immediate sum- 
mary and. if possible. adequate and 
proper punishment for this additional 
offence. This does not pretend to be a 
general reform of those Standing Orders 
which deal with disorderly conduct, 
Those Standing Orders I think in some 
particulars deserve revision. I think | 
the time of the House might be well 
devoted at some period less crowded with 
necessary businesss than the present to a 
re-survey of the Orders. But I make no 
such proposal at the present time. | 
merely come forward with an immediate | 
method of dealing with an immediate 
evil. I do not ask the House to regard 
the Standing Order as it will be amended | 
as a perfect embodiment of the expedients 
we should take for dealing with disorder. 
I only say it would be very greatly im- 
proved, and would not be wholly insuffi- 
cient to deal with the evils which ex- 
perience has shown us we have to fear. | 

I trust the House will unanimously | 
agree to this. [Nationalist laughter. } | 
1 do not know whether I am to interpret | 
that interruption as indicating that hon. | 
Gentlemen, that any hon. Gentlemen in | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


House, | 


Our subsequent experi- | 


| ishment—for 


notice by the unhappy events of two days 


|amended by inserting, after line 27, the 


i the 


isession. “—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 
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| whatever part of the House we see them. 
| think we ought to be quite helpless in the 
| face of any member who commits a crime 
j against the order of this House more 
aggravated in its character, I think, than 
any other crime of which we have know- 
ledge. Disorderly conduct may take 
many forms; it may be more or less 
aggravated, but when disorderly conduct 
reaches the pitch of absolutely refusing 
to obey the direction of the Speaker to 
leave the House, everybody will feel that 
| a discredit is cast upon our proceedings 
which it is impossible for us patiently to 
tolerate. Even those hon. Gentlemen 
who most sympathise with —or, let me 
put it, least condemn—what took place 


will feel that the Government and the 
House would show themselves unworthy 
of their traditions and unworthy of th 
duty which is cast upon them to keep th 
proceedings of this House orderly it they 
did not take the first occasion of prc 
viding a punishment—an adequate pun- 
an offence the danger 
and reality of which have been so pain- 
fully and so impressively brought to ow 


ago. IL beg to move this motion. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Standing Order No, 21. be 


words, * Provided also, That it an 
Member. or Members jointly, 
who have been suspended under this 
Order from the service of the House, 
shall retuse to obey the direction of the 
Speaker, the Speaker shall call the 
attention of the House to the faet that 
recourse to force is necessary in order 
to compel obedience to his direction, and 
Member or Members who _ have 
refused to obey his direction shall there- 
upon, and without furth r Question put. 
be suspended from the service of the 
House during the remainder of the 


acting 


Question proposed, “* That those words 
be there inserted in Standing Order 
No. 21.” 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
(Stirling Burghs): The right hon. Gen- 
tleman has acted wisely and has set 4 
good example to all Members of the 
House in the calm, dispassionate, and 


84! 


mo 
ot 

spe 
hea 
aris 
but 
and 
tak 
Go 
imit 
hon 
tril 
on 

nig 
wha 
¢oul 
larg 
whi 
life 

upol 
hum 
reco, 
or le 
athi 
powe 
case 
Hou 
and 

auth 
that 
disp] 
repul 
and 

digni 
Com 
the £ 
Mem 
every 
the bE 
the in 
less |] 
ippro 
the H 
ledgin 
introc 
ol pol 
strue] 
What 
any r 
Tule s1 
such ¢ 
In ¢ 
tions 1 
Gover 
place, 

somew 
has be 


is not | 











848 


e them. 


s in the 


a crime 
e more 
k, than 
- know- 
y take 
or less 
onduct 
fusing 
iker to 
el that 
-edings 
ntly to 
tlemen 
let me 
< place 
think. 
nd the 
vorthy 
ot th 
ep the 
if they 
1 pre 

e pun- 
lange 
) pain- 
to ou 
0 days 


posed, 
)] be 
7. th 
tf an) 
ointly, 
r this 
House, 
ot the 
ll the 
t that 
order 
n. and 
have 
there- 
n put. 
f the 
f the 


words 
Order 


JAN : 
_ Gen- 
set a 
£ the 
, and 











849 Amendment of Standing {7 Marcu 1901} Order No. 21. 850 


moderate tone in which he has spoken | divisions. It affects the honour and 
of this very delicate question. We all | dignity of the House ; and I am much 
speak with a perfect consciousness of the | mistaken if it is not a fact that on all 
heated atmosphere which might easily | similar occasions in any Government, 
arise, and which we have seen within | when the Leader of the House had a 
but a few hours existing in this House ; | proposal of this sort to make, not in the 
and [ trust that, whatever view we may | interest of the Government, but in the 
tuke of the proposal of His Majesty’s interest of the dignity of the House. 
Government, we shall endeavour to there was some consultation beforehand 
imitate the example which the right with those who sat opposite him, with 
hon. Gentleman has set us. What} those who did not share his views in all 
strikes me principally in looking back political matters, and who are not en- 
on the deplorable events of the other titled to be consulted where it is a mere 
night is this, that it is an instance of question of the mode of prosecuting 
what may often happen to us in the Government business. This was not 
course of our lives—that we are to aj, done on this occasion. and the first that 
large extent oblivious of the degree to’ my friends and [ knew of this proposed 
which many of the circumstances of our rule was when the right hon. Gentle- 
life and the conditions of society rest man read the terms of it at the Table 
upon physical foree. It is rather a yesterday. 
humiliating fact when one comes to Jy coming to the actual proposal 1 
recognise it. Although we must be more would point out some respects in which; 
or less aware of it, it is not the less odious | .¢ oll events. the now ride might, I think, 
athing when it thrusts itself in its naked be amended. I think the House will 
power upon us. Undoubtedly it Is the follow me in this—that where a Member 
ease that, after all, the rules of this behaves in a disorderly fashion and is 
House, which usually work so quietly named, and is suspended from the Chair, 
and equally, rest lor their ultimate jn the usual and recognised manner, 
authority upon force. It seems to me there are three separate stages, as it 
that the other night we had that force , were. possible. There is, first of all, the 
displayed to us In a way which Was VOLY possibility of a Member of his own accord, 
repulsive to the feelings of every one of U8, | under the compulsion, of course, of the 
| Squeegee Praga oa oe decision of the House, but under no 
cone = ap ger elles epee ce other compulsion, removing himselt from 
mee ese: : ; Y the House. A further stage is when 
- — panies contin ot ae the public officer appointed for the pur- 
Members. am finding no fault what- pose—the Serjeant-at-Arms—goes up to 
ever with the action of the authorities of a Member and calls upon him to obey 
the House, or of you, Sir, in authorising the order of the House and remove him- 
age he agua cont but I con self from the precincts ot the House. 
ss frankly, and I think I shall be pe subjects himself. no doubt. in one 
approved in this by many Members of sense. to force. but it. is only con- 
Ria ne betan kingly trie fone The, Sera Ar 
introduction into the Hou: —e «bale may touch the Member lightly on the 
“ ‘ shoulder and formally ask him to leave. 
vt police for this painful duty that has | That is legal force. but not physical 
“ag ot “2 vag at our ey. force. Then with a friendly sign, hon. 
at we have to do, it seems to me, 1” Members have obeyed without a murmur. 
wf med 94 bate or abyliens bess our Their idea of their own independence 
: : x any of action was vindicated, but they obeyed 
“uch display of force in the future. ‘under compulsion. Up to that point. 
In criticising or passing some observa- I think, a member is within his right, 
tions upon the particular proposal of the | as it were, if he choose to take that course. 
tovernment I would wish. in the first ,; The other night we came to a further 
place, to make one thing clear—that a stage, to which we have not been accus- 
somewhat unusual course. as I think, tomed. There was actual physical re- 
has been followed in this matter. his, sistance to this legal compulsion ; and 
ls not a thing affecting party or political | there lies the danger to the order and 
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decency of our proceedings against 
which we ought to guard. Now I think 
that there ought not to be any inter- 
vention of a new rule previous to the 
occurrence of that last stage; and I 
would suggest, not by way of moving 
an Amendment or suggesting even that 
{ should move an Amendment to the 
rule, that after the first word ** Speaker” 
in the third line there should be inserted 
—Il have jotted the words down hur- 
riedly—* if a member shall refuse to 
obey the direction of the Speaker and 
disregard the action of the Serjeant-at- 
Arms in enforcing that decision.” 
rule would then read— 

“If any Member, or Members acting jointly, 
who have been suspended under this Order from 
the service of the House, shall refuse to obey 
the direction of the Speaker, and disregard the 
action of the Serjeant-at-Arms in enforcing 
that decision, the Speaker shall call the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact that reconrse to 
force is necessary in order to compel obedience 
to his direction,” 


and so on. That is the point at which 
we pass from a pertectly orderly pro- 
ceeding to that which is necessarily dis- 
ciplinary. | think it is there that the 
new provision, which would guard us 
against this sort of proceeding of which 
we complain, should come in. I think 
the adoption of the addition I suggest 
would make a great difference in the 
way in which the Rule would be regarded 
by a large number of Members of the 
House—if the did not 
intervene too early, us it were, and if it 
was only after there was clearly a danger 
of actual physical force being required 
that we should proceed to the strong 
measure contemplated by this Order. 
I think that would sufticiently guard 
against a recurrence of such a scene as 
we all deplore, and at the same time 
it would leave Members free to adopt a 
certain form of protest. which they 
may consider a dignified form of protest, 
against the enforcement of the rule of 
the House. 

Another point upon which I think 
the debate will probably disclose some 
difference of opinion to the 
extent of the punishment inflicted. The 
whole of a session is a very long time 
—|Hon. Members: Oh, oh !|—when 
the occurrence takes place at an early 
period of the session ; you practically 
disfranchise a constituency. 


new provision 


is as 


Sir H. Camphell-Bannerman, 


{COMMONS} 
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name it as a point upon which I think 
difference of opinion will be found 
amongst men who are just as anxious 


'as any hon. Member opposite to prevent 


' 


such scandals as we saw the other 
night, and to vindicate the dignity and 
honour ot the House. I leave it there. 
Of course there is not a word to be said, 
and | am not one to say a single syllable, 
by way of excuse for what happened; 
there can be no excuse, much less justi- 
fication or palliation, in one sense. But 
there may be circumstances when there 
has been an unnecessary occasion given 


The for a state of feeling leading and contri- 


buting to such conduct, and | venture, 
before I sit down, merely to point out, 
in a word or two, that when you have 
a Vote on Account. which you take by 
the closure in one night, for a suum large 
enough to carry over the Government 
till the end of the session, that is rather 
a strong order. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Ona point ot 
order. Sir. The right hon. Gentleman 
is, | will not say criticising my conduct 
in moving the closure the other night, 
but saying it was a very strong order. 
|An Irish MemMBer: So it was.| I have 
no objection to that if I have the right 
of reply. but Ido not think the charge 
ought to be made if I] have not the right 
of reply. 
right hon. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The 


Gentleman has the right of reply. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On a specific 


charge ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I was going to say 
that it not relevant to go into the 
question of the history of the debate 
through which this disorder arose. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
All I argue for is this, that in framing 
and applying a rule of this sort we must 
not forget that there may even be a series 
of circumstances in the conduct of the 
business of the House which lead to a 
very great exasperation of feeling, and, 
therefore, make it not unnatural that 
hon. Members should sometimes take up 
a strong position in opposition to the 
ordinary course of business. | no 
further than that. We must bear that 


Is 


go 


Well, I | in mind when we are laying down rules 
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of this kind, which have the effect of 
preventing disorder, yet may do so in such 
4, way as to appear to interfere with the 
privileges of Members and their con- 
tituents. That is all I wish to say in 
reference to what you, Sir, have said. 
Ighad no intention of going into the 
question of the circumstances which led 
to the incident before us. Of that inci- 
dent I have nothing but condemnation 
to express, and my only object is to assist 
the Government, if they will allow us to 


the effect of preventing the development 
amongst us of those scenes of violence 
hich we all so deeply deplore. 


DILLON : 
| have Amendments 
which | think will come in 
right hon. Gentleman's, 


Mr. On a point of order. 
to move 


before the 


some 


*Mr. SPEAKER : 


Gentleman move ? 


Does the right hon. 


sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


Vo. Sir. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
| wish to associate myself with both the 
right hon. Gentlemen who have spoken 
inthe expression of a desire to discuss this 
matter calmly. and not to import any 
It is my inten- 
I do not know 


heat into the discussion. 
tion to tollow that line. 
whether I shall succeed or not. [A 
laugh.| Yes, the House must 
in fairness recognise that I come to the 
consideration ot this question from an 
entirely different standpoint to that of 
either one or the other of the right hon. 
Gentlemen. From the point ot view of 
the calm consideration of this matter, 
[ think the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the House would have been well 


because 


House. However, | trust that none of 
what I may call that bad blood which 
arose the other night still exists. and that 
we may be able to discuss the subject with 
calmness. 


This new rule is of course directed 


against the Irish Members: but I 
desire to say that in my opinion it isa 
matter which coneerns the House of 





Commons and the Parliament of England | 


{7 Marcn 1901} 


doso, in framing such a rule as, with- | 
out being unnecessarily severe, may have | 


advised if he had postponed for a few | 
days bringing this matter before the 
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and its British Members far more than 
it concerns the Irish Members. I have 
risen to protest against this rule, and, 
leaving aside just fora moment the pecu- 
liar Irish aspect of the question, I would 
venture to impress upon the House that 
in a free assembly, or what professes to 
be a free assembly, the enactment of penal 
provisions such as these is a hateful and 
degrading proceeding. which is not to be 
tolerated unless in the first place it is 
absolutely necessary, and, in the second 
place, I suggest he had the duty thrown 
upon him of seeing that the particulai 
proposal that he made was the least 
oppressive and the least degrading he 
could devise to effect the object he had 
in view. Let me ask, is any change of this 
kind in the Standing Orders of this House 
necessary in order to prevent proceedings 
such as those which took place on Tues 
day? The proposal of the right hon. 
Gentleman is justified in his mind, and in 
the mind of the majority of this House, 
by the proceedings of Tuesday night ; 
and it will be in your recollection, Sir, as 
no doubt it will be inthe recollection of 
the right hon. Gentleman, that yesterday 
afternoon. when | desired to discuss the 
whole circumstances connected with that 
event, | was unable to do so on a motion 
of privilege. but the Leader of this House 
said 

* Now the hon. Gentleman desires that there 
should be an opportunity for discussing what 
has occurred ; [ suppose for considering also 
what means may be taken of preventing its 
recurrence. 
And then he went on to say that he would 
make a statement and a motion which 
would give me that opportunity. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
hon. Gentleman is unintentionally mis- 
interpreting what I said, or it may be that 
I expressed myself badly. The point 
raised was whether there would be an 
opportunity of discussing the case of the 
hon. Member for South Fermanagh and 
the case of another Gentleman which 
the hon. Member for East Mayo desired 
to raise yesterday. When Mr. Speaker 
explained that it could not be raised 


yesterday, [ got up and said that, al- 


though it could not be raised yesterday, 
I understood from Mr. Speaker's ruling 
that it could be raised on some subsequent 
occasion. I then added that there would 
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be an opportunity given for discussing 
how such scenes could be prevented. 
That is all | intended to convey. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: | do not 
wish to raise any conflict of recollection 
between the right hon. Gentleman and 
myself, but he will forgive me perhaps 
it I read the words in The Times report. 
The right hon. Gentleman is quite right 
in saying that I had raised the narrow 
point of these two Members ; but my hon. 


+ 


triend the Member for East Mayo asked 


an additional question with reference to I 


the discussion of the whole subject. 
Then the Leader of the House spoke as 
follows 


“T understood from the question of the hon. 
Member for Waterford that what he desired 
Was an opportunity of discussing the case of 
these two gentlemen who regard theimselves 
as being aggrieved. That opportunity will be 
«ranted as soon as they have put themselves 
in communication with Mr. Speaker. Now 
the hon. Gentleman desirex that there should 
be an opportunity for discussing what has 
occurred, I suppose, for considering what 
means inay be taken for preventing its re- 
currence.” 
And he goes on 
*[ think it possible—although | can make 
no statement at the present time-—I shall he 
able to make a statement within a few hours 
for an opportunity to be given to the House to 
discuss both these questions.” 


| have only alluded to that matter to 
explain the line I intend to take in the 
few remarks with which [ shall trouble 
the House. Admittedly this proposed 


rule springs out of the proceedings ot | 


last Tuesday ; 


an argument justifving the passage of 
this proposal, | am entitled to consider 
what those proceedings were. 

In the first place. | sav to the right 
hon. Gentleman that. speaking gene- 
rally, it the government of this House is 
in the future to be carried on by closure, 


by the suppression ot adequate discus- | 


sion, upon large Estimates, then not 
the most stringent rule which the wit of 
man can devise will save this House 
from a recurrence ot scenes which no 
man im any part ot the House desires to 
see interrupting the course of business 
here. For the proceedings of Tuesday 
last | say there is no precedent. The 
right hon. Gentleman may tell me that 
there have been other oceasions in recent 


Mr. A.J. Balfour. 


‘COMMONS} 


and | feel that if the pro- | 
ceedings of last Tuesday are to be used as | 
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j years when the discussion on Votes on 
Account for large sums of money was 
confined to one night. I say that within 
recent years there is not one single pre- 
cedent of a Vote on Account of this 
magnitude being passed after one night's 
discussion ; and especially there is yo 
precedent of such a Vote, covering » 
multitude of subjects, including millions 
of money affecting Ireland and Scotland, 
being passed after only one topic of dis. 
cussion had been raised. I saw in the 


Daily News to-day—[*“Oh, oh !”|— 
give it for what it is worth. 


| Hon. Gentlemen will perhaps allow ine 
ito remark that what 1 am_ going 
to quote from the Daily News is not 
be impersonal statement in a leading 
article, but a statement from the well- 
| known House of Commons correspondent 
| of that paper. In that he states that he 
; was aware of his own personal know. 
‘ledge that the Leaders of the Opposition 
were approached by the Government as 
to the Votes to be discussed on Tuesday, 
, and were asked to select the first Votes ; 
,and the Opposition selected the Educa- 
| tion Vote and the Board of Trade Vote: 
ithat the education discussion went on 
and that the closure was moved, cutting 
out the discussion on the Board of Trade 
as well as other things, without any word 
of explanation being given here to the 
Leaders of the Opposition with whom 
this understanding had been arrived at. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There was no 


such understanding. 


A MEMBER OF THE FRONT OpposiTION 
Bencu : Oh yes, there was. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I am 


making this statement of my own autho- 


not 


rity. If it is wrong, of course it can be 
corrected. But what I do want to say 


on my own authority is that, having 
taken particular pains myself to make 
inquiries in every unofficial quarter of 
‘the House, I ascertained, I satisfied 
myself at any rate, that it was the un 
versal impression that no attempt would 
be made to closure the Vote on Account. 
Under these circumstances very many 
Members left the building. I left and a 
number of my colleagues also—a number 
of Members from all sides of the House, 
under this impression, left. And then 
suddenly, after twelve o'clock, after only 
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the one subject had been discussed, the 
dosure was moved, and there occurred 
vhat I will say, with a full sense of my 
responsibility, was a natural ebullition of 
ieeling on the part of a number of Mem- 
yers in this quarter of the House. They 
have been told since that they ought not 
io have objected to this procedure because 
ill the items mentioned in the Vote on 
Account could be discussed afterwards in 
(ommittee of Supply. But those who 
make that statement forget that it was 
oly the other day that an additional 
jay for the discussion of Irish Estimates 
yas refused by the right hon. Gentleman, 
and that we are confined to three days 
out of the whole session for the discussiun 
of the multitude of questions arising on 
lrsh Supply. It has been stated that 
what I have called the ebullition of feeling 
othe part of a number of my colleagues 
—as I] venture to assert with great 
walice in some of the newspapers of the 
cuntry—was a premeditated and delibe- 
rate action on their part. I desire to give 
that the most unqualified and absolute 
denial. | am sure that even those who 
are most hitterly opposed to the line | 
take in the House will believe me when I 
«ay that it wasa bsolutely unpremeditated, 
and that no one was more astonished 
than | was next morning when I opened 
wy newspaper. | say it was a natural 
cbullition of feeling on the part of a 
uumber of Members of this House, and 
tit was an isolated instance of the closure 
[would not use that epithet. But this 
procedure on Tresday night was part 
aud parcel of « deliberate system of 
dosure which has been put into operation 
ihis year. We are told that the discus- 
jons on Estimates must be scamped 
eeause certain financial arrangements 
ust be completed by 31st of March, the 
louse having met on 14th February. 
ik that an argument ? Next year, per- 
laps, the House will not meet until 
lst March, and then the same argument 
will be used—"* You must have less dis- 
ussion this year beeause there is less 
time.” 
wgument. 

The fact is there is and there has 
een on the part of the Government 
and of the majority of the House for a 
wumber of years a deliberate attempt put 
on foot to stifle the voice of independent 
(riticism of the Estimates, and to reduce 
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No. Sir. that is no answer, no} 
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ito an absolute nullity what is the first 


and greatest constitutional right of this 
House—naimely, discussion of grievance 
before the voting of money. IL assert 
deliberately that the whole moral respon- 
sibility for what occurred on Tuesday last 
rests on the Leader of the House. The 
Leader of the House of Commons has a 
post of great responsibility—not merely 
responsibility to the Government, whose 
business he is trying successfully to 
manage, but the higher and wider respon- 
sibility for the freedom and efficiency 


| and the dignity of the House of Commons. 


And I say from the double point of view, 
both of the interests of the Government 
and the wider interests of this delibera- 
tive assembly, he is morally responsible 
for what occurred. | have been in this 
House now for a considerable number ot 
years, and my experience has been that 
Government has never in the long run 
gained by what | may call Parliamentary 
sharp practice, by an attempt to use 
constant closure and by an attempt to 
deprive the voice of independent criticism 
of free utterance. Any such attempt 
that I have ever witnessed by either of 
the great English parties has recoiled 
upon itself, and this is a case in point. 


What has the Government gained 
by, without the slightest intimation 


or notice, closuring this seventeen mil- 


lions of money ! It was done, we are 
told, in the interests of time. What is 
the result! You have dislocated en- 


tirely your programme of business, and 
you have had to give up to another 
thorny and most dangerous subject time 
which could be usefully and quietly em- 
ploved in the further discussion which 
was necessary. And fromthe point of view 
of the House of Commons as a great 
deliberative assembly, which boasts that 
it is the mother of Parliaments, which 
boasts that it is a free assembly, what is the 
result! I] regard the action of the right 
hon. Gentleman trom the point of view 
of the English Parliament as absolutely 
fatal. Does the saving of a few hours, 
even if vou had succeeded in saving a few 


‘hours. to convenience the Government 


in the passage of Supply, compensate you 
for having the credit and renown of this 
assembly dragged in the mire as it was 
on Tuesday night, and, as I venture to 
assert. dragged in the mire as it is being 
dragged to-night, when you are proposing 
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this monstrous resolution! Year by 
year you have been lowering and de- 
grading the status of this Parliament ; 
step by step you have been depriving it 
of its historic rights, privileges, and free- 
dom. If | were to regard this solely as 
an Irish Nationalist, I might perhaps 
find in that fact some consolation, be- 
cause, after all, having robbed Ireland of 
her Parliament and having compelled 
us to come across the water to your Par- 
liament, it cannot but be some consola- 
tion to us to find that the price you have 
to pay is so high and bitter. 

Is there no remedy possible for the state 
of things that has arisen except the enact- 
ment of these penal regulations ! I will say 
respectfully to the House of Commons the 
remedy is to be found, not in these penal 
regulations, which, however you may 
devise them, may be broken, and. if this 
system goes on, no doubt in the future 
will be broken-—the remedy lies in the 
more considerate government of the 
affairs of the House, and the abstention 
from tyrannical interference with the 
fair liberty of discussion. 1 believe that 
this proposal is unnecessary, and that 
you can deal with the situation that has 
arisen better by leaving the rules as they 
are and showing more consideration to 
private Members. Therefore. on the 
ground of want of necessity, [ say the 
case tor this resolution has broken down. 

Apart from that, the resolution itself is, 
In my opinion, a most extravagant one. 
I remember well when. in 1880, Sir Staf- 
ford Northeote, then Chancellor of the 
Exchequer and Leader of the House, was 
proposing the original very moderate rule 
dealing with the suspension of private 
Members for a day or a week, he recog- 
nised the danger of leaving it in the 
power of any person. no matter how 
highly placed, by naming a number of 
men to suspend them from the exercise 
of their function as Members. He said 
on 28th May, 1880 

“ They recognised the importance of giving 
the Speaker and Chairmin of Committees an 
opportunity of putting « <!op to an offence on 
the spur of the moment lut they did not deem 
it right to vive to anv authority, however 
high, acting upon short notice, the power of 
suspending Members for » considerable time.” 


That was the original view expressed 
when the resolution was first introduced. 
[ well remember coming down to the 
House in 1882, when the proposal was 


Mr. John Tedinond, 


‘COMMONS! 
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made to extend that Order and make it 
more oppressive—I well remember how 


| Lord Randolph Churchill fought this 


proposal line by line. I remember well 
his phrase, which rang through the 
House when he denounced the proposal 
to suspend Members tor one month, ag a 
last resort, as “‘a ferocious and savage” 
proposal. Now it is proposed to leave in 
the hands of the Chairman of Committees 
or the Speaker—because that is what it 
comes to—the power of naming any 
number of men for disorderly conduet, 
and then following on that comes their 
suspension practically. [Cries of “ No.”] 
Yes; the interruption is puerile. The 
Speaker or the Chairman of Committees 
names the men and the House then votes 
for or against their suspension. That is 
quite true. But have we not had the 
experience this afternoon of how docile 
the House is in accepting the motion to 
expel men whose names are read from 
the Chair, even although some of those 
men have not been in the premises at 
all? I take the constitutional ground 
that you have no right to suspend the 
action of a Member of Parliament fora 
whole session. It is a penalty in very 
many cases not inflicted upon him. | 
know that a great number of the Mem- 
bers of this House do not regard their 
attendance here as any great pleasure 
or privilege. I know a number of Men- 
bers whose attendance in this House 
means for them practically ruin in their 
professions, and who come here simply 
from a sense of public duty, and who 
would not suffer in the slightest degree 
if you suspended them for the remainder 
of the session. But you are inflicting 
a penalty on the constituency, and a 
penalty upon the constituency for an act 
to which the constituency cannot pos 
sibly be privy in any way. If you 
answer me by saying that the constituency 
ought not to elect men capable of such 
conduct, then I sav—** Have the courage 
of your convictions and expel the men.” 
Ah, Sir, the noble Lord the Member for 
Greenwich is the only man I have come 
across so far who is perfectly frank and 
honest in this matter. He has the 
courage of his convictions. He is going 
to move a proposal to the effect that im 
stead of being suspended indefinitely we 
should be imprisoned indefinitely. I 
congratulate the noble Lord in being 
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thorough in this matter. although [ con- 
fess lam rather surprised that he did not 
ut into his Amendment not imprison- 
ment, but the block. From the purely 
Irish point of view I desire to say that 
the Irish Members regard this rule with 
indifference and contempt—with — in- 
diference because no penalties you can 
devise will have the effect of deterring 
us from doing what we believe to be our 
duty, and with contempt because the 
penalties inflicted in this wav we regard 
not as a reproach, but as an honour. 
[say that if you go on, if the House of 
Commons goes on, upon the lines on 
which it has embarked in this matter, 
the logical result, and the only logical 
result, is the disfranchisement of Ireland. 
[am not sure that that would not be far 
better. [am sure it would be a far 
honester system than the present one. 
As long as you deprive Ireland of the sub- 
stance of constitutional government and 
preserve the empty form by bringing us 
here to this Parliament. where we are 
always In a permanent minority as com- 
pared with the representatives of another 
country and another nation—so long, 
Mr. Speaker, as that is the case you will 
have in your midst a toreign element. 
There is something deeper in this matter 
than mere ebullitions of temper on the 
oe side or mere new rules on the other. 
There is something deeper, something 
that goes’ right down to the bed-rock of 
this Irish question. The Irish Members, 
brought as they are to this House, are a 
reign element in this House, and just 
ike a foreign substance in the human 
body, when they are here---- 


COLONEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
\.): L beg the hon. Gentleman’s pardon. 
Ido not consider myself a foreign sub- 
stance. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I hope | 
i more experienced and more sensible 
than to take any notice of the interrup- 
ton, I say that, just as in the human 
body the presence of a foreign substance 
8 a constant source of irritation and 
‘ constant source of danger, so the 
presence of a foreign element in this 
larliament is the same. because the 
reign element is made up of a body of 
lien who are with you, but not of you ; 
‘body of men to whom the ancient 
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House have no meaning; a body of 
men who regard this House and this 
Parliament simply as instruments for 
the oppression of their country; and in 
dealing with such an element I assert 
that no rules the wit of man can devise 
ean possibly save your Parliament from 
being injured and degraded in the eyes 
ofthe world. Sir, that is the penalty that 
this country is paying to-day for the 
Union, and will continue to pay for it 
as long as it lasts. I say, therefore, 
that we treat the whole of these new 
rules with indifference and with contempt. 
I say that every such rule as you are 
proposing to-night is a weakening and 
degrading of your own Parliament, 
and the passing of every such rule as 
this amounts to the turning, if I may 
so say, of a searchlight upon the system 
of government in Ireland, which will 
expose the system to the knowledge and 
criticism of the nations of the world. It 
discloses to the world the fact that, with all 
your constitutional forms, you hold one 
portion of the so-called United King- 
dom simply by brute force. I say 
to you, under these circumstances, speak- 
ing for myself and, I believe, for many, 
many Irish Members, go on with your 
new rule, suspend, expel, and imprison 
Members, we will not be in the smallest 
degree deterred. So long as we are 
forced to come tothis House to endeavour, 
in the midst of a foreign majority, to 
transact our Irish business, we will 
use every form of this House, every 
right, every privilege, every power 
which membership of this House gives 
us—we will use these things Just as it 
seems to us to be best for Ireland, quite 
regardless of the opinion and _ so-called 
dignity of British Members, and abso- 
lutely careless of the penalties you may 
devise for our punishment. In con- 
clusion I would only say that my own 
strong feeling is this, that if in your 
effort to hold Ireland, according to your 
present system of government, by force, 
you degrade and paralyse, and in the 
end destroy, this famous Assembly, 
it will be but a just retribution upon 
you for the baseness and the cruelty 
with which you destroyed the free 
Parliament of the Irish people. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it is 


necessary for me to reply on the main 


2H 














863 


question to the two speeches before 
we gointo Amendments to this resolution, 


Amendment of Standing 


I shall deal very briefly with the two) 


speeches to which we have just listened. 
The Leader of the Opposition made 
some complaint against the Govern- 
ment that they had not consulted hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. I can assure the 
right hon. Gentleman that nothing 
could give me greater pleasure than 
to ask his co-operation in matters con- 
cerning the common interests of the 
House; but what was done yesterday 
was done rapidly, and I am sorry there 
was no opportunity for consultation. 
The right hon. Gentleman has suggested 
aun Amendment to the rule, which I 
think in substance would be an im- 
provement, and if he will move it we 
will accept it, or if he prefers that it 
should be moved from this bench my 
hon. and learned triend or some other 
Member of the Government will move 
it, or something substantially identical 
with it, at a later stage of our debate. 

I now turn to the speech of the hon. 
Gentleman,which was going to be pitched, 
as he told us, in a calm key of dispassion- 
ate discussion. 


Mr. J. REDMOND: I said l would do 
my best. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is true 
the hon. Gentleman said he would do 
his best. The hon. Gentleman is a 
great ornament of debate in this House, 
and | can hardly believe from what | 
know of him that a person of so great 
oratorical ability could so completely 
and so disastrously fail in carrying out 
the intentions with which he set out. 
If the hon. Gentleman intended to be 
conciliatory, that intention most cer- 
tainly evaporated under the influence 
of his own oratory at a very early period 
of his remarks. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I said calm, 
not conciliatory. It is not an occasion 
in my view for conciliation on my part. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the hon. 
Gentleman says he was not conciliatory, 
I can hardly describe his speech as 
“calm.” The hon. Gentleman was good 
enough to say, among other calm obser- 
vations, and amid the vociferous cheers 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


‘COMMONS} 
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of his friends, that the whole burden of 
responsibility for the unhappy incidents 
of Tuesday last rests upon my unhappy 
head. The hon. Member has described 
me as attempting to play the tyrannical 
master to the House, as unduly curtailing 
debate, and as consequently affording, 
if not a justification, at all events some 
excuse for the strange and unhappy 
proceedings with which Tuesday night's 
discussion terminated. 


Let me remind the House, by 
giving a bare statement of facts, 
what the situation is with regard 


to Supply. The hon. Gentleman. said 
the excuse the Government put forward 
for moving the closure at twelve o'clock 
was that it was necessary to get Supply 
by 31st March. Sir, that is not the 
main reason why I moved the closure on 
Tuesday night, nor was that proceeding 
of strange and unprecedented 
character as the hon. Gentleman appears 
to suppose. The hon. Gentleman talked 
as if we were voting seventeen millions 
for the services of the year in a manner 
which would abstract the subjects to 
which the money was to be devoted from 
any further discussion by the House. 
The hon. Gentleman knows that that 
does not represent the facts. ‘The old 
practice of the House was that a Vote 
on Account, as it was merely in anticipa- 
tion of the Estimates, was not an occasion 
on which subjects could with advantage 
be raised. For which I need 
not go into, discussions In Supply became 
longer and longer, more and more incon- 
venient to the Government of the day, 
and more and more were carried ot 
until late in August, under what were 
admittedly impossible and disastrous 
conditions. Now, the result 
two or three Votes on Account were it 
different times put forward, and _ the 
House, being deprived of legitimate 
opportunities for discussion, naturally 
took advantage of the Votes on Account 
to raise matters of importance. All that 
was subsequently altered, with the ap: 
proval of the House, and new Supply rules 
were introduced allowing a maximut 
of twenty-three days for Supply, dix 
tributed evenly over the session, so as to 
give Gentlemen on both sides full opper- 
tunity for discussion of the actions of the 
Government. A division on a Vote on 
Account on the first night is an almost 
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necessary corollary of that rule, because | 


as long as the Vote on Account is included 
in the twenty-three days, if it goes over 
two days it takes away one day from the 
regular discussion of the Estimates. To 
the Government that matters nothing, 
as the total amount of time taken for 
the Estimates cannot exceed twenty- 
three days. Feeling that that was so, I 
did, with the approval of the House, 
move the closure on the first night 
of the debate, not merely in 1901, but in 
1900, 1899, 1898, and in 1897; and I 
yenture to say that every man who 
eeupies my position, so long as_ the 
Supply rules continue, will feel himself 
driven, in the general interest, to do the 
same, so that miscellaneous and vague 
discussions on Votes on Account shall be 
ended as soon as possible, thus allowing 
as much as possible of the twenty-three 
days for genuine discussion on the items 
in the various Estimates laid before the | 
House. That is a simple, straightfor- 
ward statement of the motives which 
animated me, acting with my colleagues, 
not only this year, but last year and the 


years before, as I have stated. I have 
never suggested in any of the dis- 


cussions on the Supply rules that the 
Vote on Account should take more than 
one day ; on the contrary I have always 
said that in order to carry on the business 
of the House decently and in order it 
was entirely inexpedient that we should 
give more than a day to that preliminary 


stage. 
The hon. Gentleman accuses me of 
trying to burke discussion. [ do not 


want to be egotistical, but I say that this 
Government has done to make 
discussion in Supply a reality than any 
previous Government has done, and the 
fredom of debate of which the hon. 
Gentleman complains has never been so 
largely enjoyed in Supply as during the 
last Parliament, and as | hope it will be 
during the remaining sessions of the 
present Parliament. The hon. Gentle- 
man says that he and his colleagues come 
to this House as citizens of an oppressed 
nationality, and that when they do come 
here they are not allowed a fair share of 
debate. Has the hon. Gentleman sat 
here through all the debates conducted 
by his friends in the course of the present 
session? Does he know that this 
oppressed nationality has taken up one- | 


more 
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fourth of the whole time which has been 
occupied in debate during the present 
session? The session is not old, it. is 
still young, but the hon. Gentleman and 
his friends had two Amendments on the 
Address, and they occupied the greater 
part of the time on every other Amend- 
ment to the Address. Since Supply was 


brought in they have made endless 
speeches. If I remember rightly, they 


have made no less than eighty-four 
speeches, and forty-three of these were 
made in Committee of Supply. This is 
the gagged nation! These are the 
Gentlemen who are not allowed to open 
their lips bya tyrannical Minister! The 
House has listened with weary patience 
to attacks made, not upon politicians, 
for they are indifferent to those things, 
but upon the honour and courage of our 
troops and their conduct in the field. 
Can anybody say, even the most fanatical 
partisan, that this House has not proved 
itself, in this session as in all previous 
sessions, tolerant to views, however op- 
posed to them and however expressed, 
so long as they are believed to represent 
opinions honestly held by even the 
smallest section of the Opposition ? 

The hon. Gentleman did not disguise 
from us towards the end of his speech, 
whenthecalmness with which he began had 
completely disappeared, that he regarded 
with pleasure, or without displeasure, 
the fact that his countrymen had in- 
flicted by their conduct a great injury 
upon the honour and the tradition of 
this House. He told us that he and his 
friends were foreigners in a strange 
land, and that, like any other foreign 
body introduced into an organism, it 
produced inflammation, disease, and, as 
he almost hinted, ultimately death. I 
will venture to urge upon the House 
that these concluding words of the hon. 
Gentleman are ample justification of the 
rule which he says he is going to treat 
with contempt. He does not wish that 


ithe traditions and the honour of this 


House should be maintained. Sir, I 
confess that there is no Member of this 
House from whom I should have heard 
those sentiments with greater pain. 
The hon. Gentleman is endowed above 
his fellows, above, | had almost said, any 
man in this House, with the talents 


! which would enable him to be, what so 


2H 2 
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many of his countrymen have been in 
the past, a distinguished ornament and 
Member of the greatest free assembly in 
the world. If he elects deliberately, and for 
some unknown motive, to use those talents 
or encourage others to use their talents 
in a manner destructive of the honour 
and dignity of this House, I can only say 
that the hon, Gentleman is not only 
doing a great disservice to the Empire 
of which he is a citizen, and of which, | 
imagine, he still wishes to be a citizen— 
he is not only doing a great disservice to 
that Empire, but he is doing the greatest 
of all disservices to that portion of the 
Empire in which he professes to be 
particularly interested. He tells us that 
scenes like that on Tuesday night are 
the penalty we pay for refusing Home 
Rule to Ireland—a scarcely veiled threat 
—and are at intervals to be used, if we 
permit them to be used, to force us, as 
by a process of torture, to dismember 
the Empire which we are guarding. 
Sir, the hon. Gentleman forgets that 
under the Home Rule scheme which he 
accepts the blessing of freedom from the 
presence of Lrish Members, as he would 
describe it, is not to be vouchsafed. The 
foreign body is still to be in the organism. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I assure 
the right hon. Gentleman that we 


have no such desire. When that was pro- 
posed, it was proposed by an English 
party, and was accepted by us, because 
we thought it was not worth while—— 
| Cries of * Order. '| My point is, we do 
not want to be here. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am_ not 
going into a discussion on Home Rule. 
1 did not start it; I do not wish to eon- 
tinue it. But I hope hon. Gentlemen 
above the gangway, if they still take any 
interest in that question, will take note 
of the view expressed by the hon. Gentle- 
man of the form in which alone Home 
Rule would be agreeable to the Irish 
nation. Sir, I have said sufticient. | 
think, to defend us who sit on this bench, 
on whom the responsibility of guiding 
the House finally rests, to absolve us 
from the charge so recklessly levelled 
against us of having unduly curtailed 
the liberty of Members. I hope I have 
answered that fully. And as for the 
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[ venture to say that if any- stranger 
had come into the gallery for the first 
time, not knowing what occurred on 
Tuesday except by report, after hearing 
the hon. Gentleman's speech, he would 
have said that that speech, especially its 
closing portion, was the amplest justifica- 
tion for the measure we are proposing 
from this side of the House. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe) : The right hon. Gentleman 
has wandered over a very wide field in 
his speech, and I have no intention of 
following him, but perhaps I may be 
allowed to say a few words in this debate 
upon the proposal immediately before 
the House, namely, the Amendment to 
the Standing Order No. 21. I share 
the pain and humiliation that must 
have been felt by every Member of the 
House when I read the record of those 
proceedings on ‘Tuesday evening. | 
think the introduction of the physical 
element on that occasion was a degrada- 
tion to this House of Commons—I was 
about to say it was a crime, but it most 
certainly was a blunder. We who recdl- 
lect the late Mr. Parnell and the discipline 
that he maintained in the Irish ranks, 
discipline without which no party in 


this House can be effective—we who 
remember Mr. Parnell recollect that 
when he found occasion to protest 


against the proceedings of this House, 
even to the extent of refusing to 
obey the orders of the Speaker or Chair- 
man, he did so in a dignified manner. 
In cases of this kind the late Mr. Parnell 
was content to retire after a tap on the 
shoulder from the Serjeant-at-Arms. 
I venture to say that hon. Members from 
Ireland would have been better advised 
if they had followed that example. , | 
have nosympathy whatever—on the con- 
trary, | condemn it root and branch— 
with anything in this House that requires 
the introduction of the police within this 
Chamber. | hope I have made myseli 
clear in that matter. 

That, however, does not exhaust the 
question. I notice that, as the discus- 
sion has gone on, other circumstances 
of that night have been dealt with, 
although there was an attempt earlier 
to narrow the discussion. — Before 
a Vote on Account of £17,000,000, 
earrying the Government on through 


iain subject of our discussion to-night, | many months, is put from the Chair 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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perfect farce. 


accurate in that history, and no doubt 
he is relying for the statement upon 


other person. Everyone knows that a 


Vote on Account is dealt with in an 
exceptional manner, and it ought 
not to be included in the twenty- 
three days allotted to Supply. The 
proceedings of the other evening are 
sufficient to illustrate that point. I 
for one complain that the scene of the 


other night was led up to, and was the 
consequence of the manner in which the 
business was conducted. There certainly 
was a want of method with regard to the 
arrangement of the business of the House. 
The right hon. Gentleman himself had to 
apologise because he had not taken the 
ustal courteous step of consulting the 


leader of the Opposition. Was there 
ever such a state of things before? The 


amendment of our Standing Orders is 
a most serious thing, and when this 
omission on the part of the right hon. 
Gentleman was referred to he gets up in 
anairy way and says that time did not 
permit htm to do so. There was ample 
time for the Leader of the House during 
the whole of yesterday to consult the 
Leader of the Opposition. That argu- 
nent will not stand a moment's exami- 
nation. 

All our Standing Orders have been 
drawn up with very great care, and this 
particular Standing Order No. 21 was 
the subject of a great deal of discussion 
in the year 1882, and it was protested 
against at the time by a man who knew 
this House better than most Members 
who have ever sat in it—I allude to the 
lite Lord Randolph Churchill. He pro- 
tested against it in the strongest manner, 
ind I think it is absurd for the right hon. 
Gentleman to come down here to-night 
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such an arrangement ought to have been 
made as would have enabled the different 
items to be discussed, but in this case the 
whole evening was consumed by the in- 
teresting discussion on education. Then 
the Leader of the House came in and 
moved the closure on that £17.000,000 
at the close of the evening, and I say 
without fear of contradiction that such 
action is reducing our proceedings to a 
The right hon. Gentleman 
has said something about the history of 
Votes on Account: but. if he will allow 
me to say so, I do not think he was quite 


information supplied to him by some 


proceedings. 
enough to express my alarm and dis- 
approval of the rashness of this  pro- 
ceeding on the part of the right hon. 
Gentleman, and, as the 
Opposition has pointed out, there is great 
danger in the words as they stand on the 
Paper. 
of this House who yields to no man in 
the desire to maintain the dignity of this 
great place as an instrument of public 
good, | do not feel myself at liberty to 
vote for the proposal put forward in its 
present form. 
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and move this addition to the Standing 
Order in the way he has done. 
As it stands on the Paper the Amend- 
ment is drawn in the most slovenly 
fashion. The Leader of the Opposition 
has pointed out already one defect in it, 
and his suggestion has been accepted. 
When you have previously amended these 
rules the Amendment has always been 
made on the motion of a Committee. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
chairman in the year 1886 of a very im- 
portant Committee, which examined 
into the rules of our procedure, and he 
knows very well how much every recom- 
mendation of that Committee was dis- 
cussed before arrived at. I should not 
think for a moment of voting for the 
Amendment now on the Paper. 

I pass from this point, and I say boldly 
and unhesitatingly that what you have to 
rely upon for the preservation of dignity 
and order in the proceedings of this great 
assembly are the personal qualifications 
and the character of those who are elected 
to the position of Chairman and Speaker 
and the general spirit and sense of the 
House. No Standing Orders will bind 
men who are determined to disobey them. 
Moral force is the only force that is effec- 
tive in this case. The right hon. Gentle- 
man pointed out at the beginning of the 


session that it ison thespirit that pervades 
the House that you must rely for preser- 


ving the efficiency and the dignity of its 
I can find no word strong 


Leader of the 


For my own part, as a Member 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 


Ropert FrNxtay, Inverness Burghs): | 
rise to propose an Amendment to the 
motion. 


Mr. DILLON: On a point of order. 


| have an Amendment on the first line 
which is of very great importance, and 
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I may be shut out from moving it if the | 


Attorney General moves his Amendment 
now. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 
is prepared to move his Amendment 
now, | have no doubt the Attorney 
General will give way. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
have another point of order. I am sure 
that there is a very general feeling that 
the general discussion on the main 
question should goon anda vote be taken 
upon it. I want to know, if the Attorney 
(reneral moves his Amendment now, will 
we be precluded froni continuing the 
general debate ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
will not be precluded from entering into 
the general question now. There is no 
Amendment before the House. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): May L ask, on a point 
of order. whether, if hon. Members desire 
to continue the general discussion, they 
will be shut out from so doing by the 
Attorney General moving an Amend- 
ment at this stage ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: If there is a desire 
to continue the general discussion, it 
would be more convenient that it should 
take place betore an Amendment is 
moved. I had no information of any 
such general desire. 


*Mr. BLAKE (Longford. S.): I wish to 
ask whether it is not in accordance with 
our usual practice and custom that, 
when a number of Members desire to 
move Amendments on different parts of 
the main motion, the proceeding should be 
so adjusted as that these Members should 
not be deprived ot the opportunity of 
presenting their Amendments? Some 
of us feel very strongly in regard to this 
question. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The proper and 
more convenient course would be if the 
Amendments were laid on the Table. 
There is no Amendment onthe Table. | 
have every wish to accommodate hon. 
Members. 


It there is a 
Amendment 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY : 
general desire that my 
Mr, Dillon. 
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should come further on in the discussion, 
I am prepared to give way. 


*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field. Ecclesall): L wish to say a few 
words on the main question, and they 
shall be brief. 1 think, however, that 
the great majority of the House is agreed 
that if any possible means could be 
adopted to prevent a repetition of the 
deplorable scenes of Tuesday night they 
should be taken. Although I would be 
glad to see the resolution amended 
in certain respects, | certainly should 
support it in the main. The great 
majority of the House is so agreed on the 
point of general regret for the scenes that 
have occurred that it is hardly necessary 
for me to dwell upon them. My purpose 
in rising. mainly, is to express my deep 
regret that the closure was moved the 
other night. [I do not think the moving 
and the carrying of the closure were any 
justification for what happened. but I 
want to say a very few words with regard 
to the defence made by the First Lord of 
the Treasury for moving the closure on 
a Vote of Account. 1 do not believe 
that there is any precedent for closuring 
a large Vote on Account when only one 
single item on that Vote had been dis- 
At all events, | do not recollect 
hetore. My memory may 

Possibly the only pre 
during the discus- 


cussed. 
such a closur 
be in- error. 


ecedent for it was 


sion on the Jameson Raid, which of 
course was a matter of great interest, 
and caused much excitement in the 
House. But even on that oceasion there 


was a two nights debate on the Vote on 
Account. What was the defence of the 
First Lord of the Treasury ! He said 
that every single item of the Votes would 
be open to discussion on a future occasion. 
If that happened in practice it would be 
a very good defence, but no one knows 
better than the right hon. Gentleman 
that it never does happen. ‘This is not a 
charge which I bring against the present 
Ministry alone. Over and over again It 
has been proved that discussion in Supply 
of the most important subjects has 
been constantly burked. Therefore thatis 
a strong argument against closuring the 
Vote on Account. This is one of the tew 
occasions on which we can discuss every 
thing. [Mr. BaLrour was understood to 
dissent.] Well. this is one of the very lew 
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4 
opportunities of discussing most impor-' move this Amendment on Stand 
tant questions. What was the course of Order No. 21 was taken on the h 
procedure that night ? A special subject tide of excitement of the Governm 
was brought forward, a very important in regard to the proceedings the other 
subject, no doubt; an Amendment night. The right hon. Gentleman had 
was moved, and the result was that no to admit to the Leader of the Opposition 
other subject could be discussed ; and that he had not consulted him because 
hon. Members were encouraged to speak he had not time. Why, to come down 
in order to keep the debate going. to the House and move an Amendment 
(Hon. MemBers: Oh, oh !] I make this to the Standing Orders which will dis- 
general statement, which | am quite able franchise constituencies for six months 
to prove. I simply say that this was an at a time, is a proceeding which ought 
occasion on which above all others the not to have been taken in heat and 
closure ought not to be have been applied. hurry, and without proper and due 
There were many subjects of great consideration. Now, | was here the 
importance that ought to have been dis- whole of the night on Tuesday, and of 
cussed. I dosay that the rights of private course | never took part in supporting 
Members have been so grossly infringed any Member of this House in disobeying 
upon within the last few years, and the the Orders of the House. But had you, 
discussion of great public questions has Mr. Speaker, been here during the whole 
heen so frequently burked, that it is time of that evening, had you been a witness 
independent Members made a protest. to the accumulating indignation of the 
The idea that by closuring the debate House between ten and twelve o'clock, 
on the Vote on Account you thereby you would not have been so surprised 
ensure discussion of most important that something irregular should arise 
subjects in Supply is a purely fantastic before the House closed. Those of us 
idea of the Leader of the House. I blame’ who were here at the time were dis- 
the Leaders of the Opposition very much cussing a subject of the utmost impor- 
onthis point; for of recent years Members tance to the interests of our country, the 
on the Front Opposition Bench have not question of education ; and many of us 
fulfilled their duty in insisting that im- had no opportunity of taking part in the 
portant subjects should be discussed. debate because of the short time at our 
They might have done a good deal to sup- disposal. Then, the only member of the 
port independent Members in this respect. Government who was present for the 
| think this is an occasion on which, in greater part of the night was the Vice- 
view of the turn which the debate has: President of the Council, who was left 
taken, independent Members are justi- without the patronage and sympathy 
fedin making protest. [venture toenter and support which he might have re- 
that protest, because I feel very strongly ceived from other members of the Cabinet 
the taking away from the House as a during the debate. That was the con- 
whole what I regard as one of its greatest dition of things that led up to the excite- 
privileges—namely, the insistence on the ment which culminated in the unfortu- 
discussion of grievances before granting nate and regrettable incident on the 
Supply. benches below the gangway. 
The Leader of the House has, with all the 
Mr. BROADHURST: [ think if any-- marvellous skill of which he is so great a 
thing could justify the complaint which master, tried in the two or three speeches 
has been made to-night it has been the he has made to-night to locate this as a 
heated passion displayed in the course of question between the Members for Ire- 
the debate by the Leader of the House. land and his own party. No, Sir, this 
lle made a most passionate appeal to his is a House of Commons question. 1 
followers to support this motion, by ai would like, if the Leader of the House 
reference to subjects which had not been | will permit me, to take the liberty to re- 
mentioned in the debate—I mean, the mind him that there are still other 
speeches of hon. Gentlemen from Ireland parties in the House than that which 
pertaining to Army affairs in South owns allegiance to his sway and great 
Atrica. We have evidence sufficient’ power. There are still a few Liberals 
to-night to show us that the decision to left, and we as well asylrishmen are con- 
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cerned for the liberty of the House and 
the freedom of action of its Members. 
I am here to-night to say that we have 
known occasions when disobedience to 
the orders of the House by an hon. 
Member has borne great fruit, and pro- 
duced great results for the welfare of 
a large section of the community. I 
remember when the late Mr. Plimsoll, 
then Member for Derby, came down to 
the House and gave an exhibition of his 
earnestness almost amounting to a 
threat of violence to the Leader of the 
House. And the immediate result was 
the passing of the Shipping Act of 1876, 
which formed the basis of many Acts 
which followed, and which have saved 
the lives of thousands of British seamen. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
going beyond the limits of discussion on 
the point before the House. 


Mr. BROADHURST: Probably Lam, 
and | am not surprised. I took an 
active part in the proceedings in those 
days. Although not at the time a 
Member, | was within the precincts of 
the House and saw the whole proceed- 
ings, and I know, from my subsequent 
official connection with the work, what 
was the great blessing that resulted from 
it. I say that it is our duty to resist any 
inroads on the liberties of the House, or 
upon the freedom of Members,to take such 
action as they may think proper before 
granting Supply to the Government. I 
rather think that the disposition so pre- 
valent in a distant part of our Empire 
is travelling with great rapidity towards 
our own country. | have heard it 
rumoured that hon. Members 
desire to strengthen this sentence of 
exclusion which the Leader of the House 
has proposed by imposing a sentence 
of penal servitude, or something of the 
kind, for disobedience to the rules of the 
House. What we want is more tact in 
the general control of the business of the 
House. Inthe great Parliament of 1880, 
with which the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury is so intimately acquainted, and of 
which I am sure he has the most lively 
recollection, many scenes and incidents 
took place. I admired the skill with 
which he and his friends succeeded on 
those occasions in drawing attention to 
themselves and to the subjects which, 
for the time, they espoused. Sir, not- 


Mr. Broadhurst. 


some 
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withstanding the high state of obstrue- 
tion in that Parliament, of which the 
right hon. Gentleman was one of the 
leaders, some of the greatest measures 
of our time were passed ; and it is only 
a want of skill in the management of 
business on the part of the Front Govern- 
ment Bench that has produced that state 
of things which led to the revolt on Tues. 
day night. I hope sincerely that we 
shall have an opportunity of voting 
upon the main question before Amend- 
ments are introduced on it. I am sure 
we shall take a large number of Members 
into the Division Lobby against tam- 
pering with our liberties, and I hope the 
motion will be defeated. When the 
passions of the moment have cooled 
down, let the Leader of the House take 
counsel with the Leader of the Opposition, 
and then take the House into his con- 
fidence. We are all concerned for the 
honour and dignity of Parliament, and 
if there is any good ground for mend- 
ing or modifying the present rules of pro- 
cedure let it be done with due considera- 
tion, and with the advantage of the 
experience ot men in all parts of the 
House. In that way we might arrive 
at a discussion of the subject with some- 
thing like reason, and with some hope 
of doing something effective for the 
better control of the Members of this 
House. I do think that the Leader of 
the House must admit that he has been 


most ill-advised in taking this hasty 
step. He himself has had to admit 


already that he was so hasty that he 
had not time to think of the Opposition. 
He had got it into his mind that there 
was only one side in the House besides 
the Irish Members ; but he has learned 
to-night that there are other parties in 
the House, and that he has shown a want 
of consideration of the due proportion 
of things. As I have said, I hope we 
shall have an opportunity of voting 
against the main question, and that we 
shall have a majority against the niotion. 
We might then refer the matter to a Com- 
mittee representing the whole of the 
parties in the House. We should not 
then run a further risk of impairing the 
authority, the dignity, the honour, and 
what respect is left to the House of Com- 
mons after ten years mismanagement 
by the Tory party. There should be no 
attempt to patch up for party purposes 
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and party conveniences the ancient rules 
and customs of this great House of Par- 
liament, the mother, as it has 


been | 


{7 Marcu 1901} 


| 


ealled, of the free institutions of the) 


world. Then we should allow time to con- 


sider the proposed changes in moments | 


of coolness, and not rush 
skelter at express speed through the 


helter- | 


| 
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| Parliament ruling four hundred millions 


of human beings under just and equit- 
able laws. (Cries of “No” from Irish 
benches.) If you have any laws in Ireland 
which are not just, there is a desire on 
every side of the House to remove them. 
But when you come here and say that 


/you are a foreign element, and intend 


destruction of our liberty such as is} 


proposed by the Leader of the House. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): It is my intention to vote 
against the resolution of the Government, 
not for the reason that it goes too far, but 
that it does not go far enough. The 
proposed Amendment to the Standing 


to bring disgrace on everything con- 
nected with Parliament, you must re- 


/member that when you do so you insult 
| not only Parliament, but the Empire. 


Order will not prevent a recurrence of the | 


disgraceful scenes of Wednesday morning. 
In my opinion, when any Member defies 
the authority of the Chair after being 
called upon to leave the Chamber, the 
sitting of the House should be suspended 
fora quarter of an hour. The galleries 
—the strangers’, the ladies’, and the 
reporters —should be cleared, and the 


contumacious Members or Member 
should be forcibly removed in the 
presence only of the police. 1 think 
that in that case there could be no 


advertisement for any Member wishing 
to be turned out of the House, and 
the Members would walk out quietly. 
I think that to suspend to the end of the 
session, which may be only a week or 
a fortnight, a Member who has _ been 
guilty of conduct that would disgrace 
any parish council in Great Britain, does 
not cover the case. The resolution does 
not go far enough, and will prove a mere 
farce. Hon. Members from Ireland have 
definitely stated that it is their intention 
to repeat these scenes and these tactics 
of Wednesday morning. (Cries of “ No” 
from the Irish benches.) I do not wish 
to advertise the paper, but hon. Members 
will no doubt know to which one I refer. 
In that paper several Members of the 
Irish party who were removed from the 
House on Wednesday morning had been 
interviewed, and they stated that they 
proposed to go on again with these dis- 
graceful proceedings. The hon. Member 
for Waterford stated that the most strin- 
gent rules which the wit of man could 
devise will not prevent a repetition of 
these scenes. Something must be done 


if we wish to maintain the dignity of a 


Mr. 
EK.) : 


WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 


Off with our heads ! 


Mr. MARKHAM: The first Lord of 
the Treasury has referred to the attacks 
made by hon. Members sitting on the 
Irish benches on the soldiers of the 
“mpire. Let me say to, these hon. 
Members that in behaving ‘as they have 
done they are damaging the interests 
they wish to serve. In the 
they have taken these Irish Members 
are the worst enemies of Ireland. If thev 
would only come here and present their 
case to the House with moderation, I am 
certain the House wishes to do what is 
right. [| trust my fellow countrymen 
will never be coerced into doing whiat 
is wrong. 


course 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Neither 
will we. 
Mr. MARKHAM: While hon. Mem- 


bers choose to defy the authority of the 
Chair. and attempt to make this House 
nothing more nor less than a pot-house, 
not only lowering Parliament, but the 
nation at large, I say that the time has 
come when a protest should be made 
against it. Members should have the 
courage of their convictions, and never 
mind whether Ireland be disfranchised 
or not. If Ireland chooses to send repre- 
sentatives to this House who refuse to 
obey the laws and rules of order, then 
let Ireland be unrepresented. There is 
no injustice done to them by that, 
if the decencies of law and order are 
not observed in this House by hon. Mem- 
bers from Ireland. If they will not 
conform to them, then let them remain 
away. No injustice whatever would be 
done to Ireland, and the course I suggest 
would be merely following the dictates ot 


common sense. 
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Members were not present. House 
counted, and forty Members being found 
present— 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 
The House of Commons has in its long 
and splendid history witnessed many 
strange sights. It has seen its privileges 
invaded by a monarch, its doors have 
been barred and locked, and access 
refused to Members by a soldier, and | 
have myself seen a Member duly elected 
to this House dragged across the lobbies 
and the corridor, and ejected from the 
building, although the House was glad 
enough and willing enough to admit 
afterwards that they were wholly wrong. 
| have seen a free fight on the floor of 
this Assembly, originated not — by 
Irish Members, but by English Mem- 
bers ; but I think that a sadder or more 
terrible sight was never witnessed in this 
or any other legislative Assembly in 
Kurope than the scene of Tuesday last. 
| am one of those Irish representatives 
who deeply deplore what took place, 
and who sincerely regret the dishonour 
done to this House and the injury that | 
believe has been done to Ireland by it. 
Feeling that, I shall vote for any reason- 
able resolution that will make a reeur- 
rence of such impossible in the 
future, and that will punish any offender 
who violates to that extent the order and 
rules of this House. I desire, having 
said so much, to state two things. I am 
with those who have said to-night that 
there is responsibility for this 
trouble elsewhere than on the Irish 
benches. 


scenes 


some 


Let me say that I voted’ on 
Tuesday night for the closure. I say 
that frankly, but I did not vote for the 
closure because I thought itought to have 
been applied. IL voted for it simply 
because of the exigencies of Supply, and 
because of the difficulty of the position 
in which His Majesty’s Government 
was placed as to time. That was the 
real reason that made me vote for the 


closure, and if T had had the opportunity | 


1 should have voted for the granting of 
this £17,000,000 on Account. But I do 
think that the First Lord of the Treasury 
has gone a little out of his way to vindicate 
the closure on the Vote on Account 
after one day's discussion. 


{COMMONS} 
Attention called to the fact that forty | 


| remember 
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that in the year 1892 | was engaged in 
discussing the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land’s salary, and he was a Home Rule 
Chief Secretary. I was engaged dis. 
cussing it on a Vote on Account, and 
when the discussion had lasted one day 
the Vote was closured, and the present 
First Lord of the Treasury supported me 
in resisting the closure. It is all the same 
whatever Government is in power, for 
they will use the rules upon the Order 


' Book to secure their own purposes, and 


the House of Commons may make up 
its mind that these weapons now used 
against Irishmen may be used against 
Englishmen as well. As I stated before, 
my objection totheclosure was on account 
of the exigencies of Irish Supply. | 
made a strong appeal to the First Lord of 
the Treasury for Lrish Supply, that is, to 
give us four days instead of three. That 
appeal of mine was refused, and on that 
oceasion I voted against the First Lord 
of the Treasury, and I was not the only 
Ulster Member on this side who voted 
against him on that occasion. It was 
refused, and the Vote on Account was 
put the other night. [ am bound to say 
that it was a startling proposal to vote 


-£17,000,000, £2,000,000 of which were 


for Irish services, without a word having 
been said upon anything inthe Vote but 
an English subject. There are a great 
many new Members in this House, and 
the Irish party is to a large extent made 
up of new Members. I was a_ close 
observer of what took place the other 
night, and on the question of the closure 
being put an Irish hon. Member desired to 
speak upon the motion, but he was pulled 
down to his seat by those sitting near him. 
What I want to point out is, that there 
are a great many hon. Members in the 
Irish party who are new to the House, 
and who are not aware of the strictness 
of the closure rule, and who in ignorance 
of that fact took opposition to that rule, 
which, had their leaders been present, 
they would not have taken. 


I heard the speech of the hon. 
Member who spoke last with great 


pain. What is the use of any English 
Member coming down to the House 
of Commons and_ lecturing — Irish- 
men? Of course, | know that it was @ 
new Member who did it, for no man 
who had been in this House for years 
would have ever have dreamt of doing 
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it. It is one thing to address sound 
arguments to the House, but quite 
another thing to lecture Irish Members 
and tell them that England would do this 
and that. Irish Members do not care a 
row of pins for that sort of argument, 
which, instead of doing good, does harm. 
What I rose principally to state to-night 
is this. This House of Commons must 
never forget one important fact—that 
when they are dealing with Ireland and 
with the representatives from Ireland who 
sit on the opposite side of the House they 
are dealing with a country and with 
men who pay an unwilling allegiance to 
it. I say that the statesman who leaves 
that out of sight, the politician in 
this House who refuses to recognise it, 
misses the whole fact of the situation. 
We are governing in Ireland a people 
without the consent of the overwhelming 
majority of those people. In all our deal- 
ings with Ireland, and in all our deal- 
ings with hon. Members opposite repre- 
senting Ireland, L say that we ought 
never to lose sight of this fact, and in 
everything we do we ought to try to con- 
ciliate and to meet the arguments and 
the desires of those representatives, so far 
as they can be met within the principles 
professed by the Government on this side 
of the House. We ought to conceiliate 
and try to meet these men as far as it is 
possible to do it. Conciliation will go a 
long way where coercion will break down 
utterly. My point is that it is no use for 
English Members sitting on these benches 
to lecture Irishmen, and they had better 
recognise at once that the Irish Members 
in this House are fighting England in 
the only way in which they can fight her. 
They have their constituents at their 
back, and the sterner the fight the better 
the constituents will like it. It is a 
lamentable thing, a hundred years after 
the Legislative Union, that this spirit, 
this reckless spirit, should still prevail. 
Disorder cannot be tolerated; dis- 
obedience to the Speaker and the rules 
of the House must be put down with a 
stern hand ; and I shall vote to-night to 
do it; but the disorder is tar deeper 
seated than Members on this side of the 
House appear to think, and it will re- 
quire far different treatment than the 
imprisonment suggested by the noble 
The treatment will 


The 


Lord to remove it. 
have to be far different. 


House. 


Marcu 1901} 





Order No. 21. 882 
recognising the fact that these men 
are unwilling guests there, that England 
destroyed their own Parliament, must 
first of all try to conciliate them, and meet 
their wishes so far as they can be: fairly 
and honourably met consistently with 
the principles the Government were 
placed in power to support. 


Mr. DILLON: On behalf of the 
Nationalist Members I think I will be 
expressing their feelings when I thank 
the hon. Gentleman for the remarkable 
speech to which we have just listened. 
He is one who has been a great opponent 
of ours in the past, and he is still a cham- 
pion of the Union, and I warn the mem- 
bers of that party in this House that if 
they are wise they will listen to the voice of 
an Irish Unionist who knows something 
about the subject. For my part, I do not 
believe in the possibility of maintaining 
the Union, but I believe if it had a chance 
it would be on the lines of the speech of 
the hon. Member—in making an attempt 
to prove to the Irish people that we are 
wrong in our contention. For if the 
people of Ireland come to believe that 
their representatives here will not get 
a fair hearing, and are subjected to 
treatment that would not be meted 
out and a spirit displayed to them 
which is not displaved to any other 
section in the House, then you will 
increase the disaffection in Ireland, and 
convince the Irish people that they have 
been quite right all along, and have no 
reason to look here tor justice. I listened 
to the speech on this side of the House to 
which the hon. Gentleman alluded in his 
speech ; that was the speech of a Liberal 
Imperialist, and I gladly accept him as 
an example of that abominable creed. 
The Tories opposite are Liberals compared 
to him, and in the course of this debate, 
so tar, | have heard nothing from Mem- 
bers opposite of insult or of a desire to 
increase the severity of this ** scandalous 
and ferocious rule "“—toadapt the words 
of Lord Randolph Churchill. It has been 
reserved for a Liberal Imperialist to turn 
round and talk to Irish Members in the 
fashion that we used to hear in ’80 and 
1. There are some of us who remember 
those days. in which we were patriots. 
‘Time vindicated our efforts, and the 
measures we were then howled at for 
advocating have been placed upon the 
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Statute Book, and the spirit which 
existed in those days has died completely 
out, and I for one, who passed through 
them, know this, that there are men who 
are now ashamed of the part they took 
in them. In the opinion of the hon. 
Member to whom I allude, the wording 
of the motion is much too mild. [havea 
great deal more experience than he, and 
when he comes to my age he will have 
learnt that the tone and spirit which he 
displayed is precisely the tone and spirit 
which would make the maintenance of 
order and decency in any assembly in the 
world absolutely impossible. Nobody 
knows, Sir, better than yourself that 
without some good feeling, without some 
sense of respect for every Member, with- 
out that sense which makes every man 
feel in his own person the humiliation 
of a colleague, no rules ever devised in 
any assembly in the world would pre- 
serve decency or order. [ maintain- 
and [ have been twenty vears in the 
House, and I have never taken part in 
such a scene as that which took place on 
Tuesday night Jast—that if the Govern- 
ment think that by tightening the bond 
more and more every day, by cutting off 
year after year, as they have done for 
the last five years, what I might call safety 
valves for the expression of opinion, and 
trusting toand relying alone upon coercive 
legislation—if they think they will im- 
prove the order and decency and respect 
of this House, they are preparing for 
themselves a most painful disappoint- 
ment. ‘There was a time, comparatively 
recently, when this assembly contrasted 
very favourably for the order and decency 
of its debates with any legislature in the 
world. That day has gone by. The seene of 
Tuesday night could not be paralleled in 
the French Chamber. nor in the Reichstag 
at Berlin, and if the spirit displayed 
in the ludicrous and absurd Amend- 
ment of Lord Hugh Cecil was to govern 
the proceedings of the House the time 
would soon come when the British House 
of Commons would occupy the 
position in the opinion of Europe as 
the Austrian Reichsrath does to-day. 
I do not desire to see that. I believe, 
and always have believed, and I have 
governed my conduct for twenty years 
in that belief, that within the rules of 
order in this House the power of an 
organised Irish Party, supported by 


Mr. Dillon, 


Amendment of Standing 


Same 


{COMMONS} 
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our people at home, is sufficient to win 
the rights of Ireland, and, believing that. 
I do not want to have a recurrence of these 
disgraceful scenes in which we suffer: 
but if you rely on coercion, if you drive 
any large section of the House into a 
repetition of Tuesday night’s scenes, we 
will not be the greatest sufferers. 

I would ask hon. Members in all serious- 
ness when they are addressing them- 
selves to the consideration of this ques- 
tion, which seems to have been put 
before the House by the First Lord of 
the Treasury with singular callousness 
and want of thought, whether this rule 
is not important in its wording? [ think 
it is an odious thing to hear the Leader 
of the House talk about the ** punishment’ 
of Members. The House, of 
must insist on maintaining its rules of 
order, and whatever measures are neces- 
sary to entorce the authority of the 
Chair and the order of debate the 
House is entitled to take, but you must 
always remember that it is your colleague 
who is subject to disciplinary action, 
and having purged his conduct he 
hecomes your colleague again, and you 
must not forget that men who are 
guilty of breaches of order are not 
criminals, and we are bound to assume 
that they are incited, whether right or 
wrong, by some conviction of public 
duty, and so long as they are going to 
be your colleagues in future, in going upon 
this theory of punishment you are on the 
wrong road, which will lead only to 
disaster. It should not be a question 
of punishment; it should be merely 
a question of such discipline as may be 


course, 


necessary to enforce the ruling of the 
Chair. 

Now, [| listened with astonishment 
to the speech delivered by the First 
Lord of the Treasury. When he was 
introducing this rule he made a 
statement which I am compelled to 
characterise as an absolutely inaccurate 
statement. He said that this scene the 
other night was an outrage on the part 
of the Irish Members without parallel. 
I challenge that statement, and say it 
is absolutely contrary to fact. No 
doubt the scene of policemen  prome- 
nading up the floor of the House was 
unparalleled. Since the day when 
Oliver Cromwell marched - into the 
House surrounded by soldiers and seized 
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the mace and carried it away, no such 
scene has been seen, but when the 
First Lord of the Treasury said it was 
an unparalleled outrage committed by 
Irishmen I absolutely deny it. I will 


take two cases where outrage com- 
mitted by hon. Members not Irish 


were infinitely greater than that ot 
last Tuesday night. The Irish Members 
last Tuesday night are regarded as 
felons. I say that statement is abso- 
lutely contrary to the faets. No doubt 
the bringing of a large body of police 
on to the floor was unparalleled, but the 
Irish Members offered violence to nobody 
until they were assaulted by a large 
hody of police. What happened in the 
Committee of this House in 1893! It 
is within the recollection of many of the 
older Members of the House. The case 
is very analogous to the present one. 
The closure had been moved by Mr. 
Gladstone. When the hour was coming 
when the automatic closure was to 


operate, the Opposition of that day 
put up Mr. Chamberlain, the right 


hon. Gentleman who is now Secretary 
for the Colonies, and at ten minutes 
to the hour he made a speech of the 
most ferocious and inflammatory cha- 
racter I have ever listened to. He was 
put up with the deliberate object of 
exciting passion. He compared Mr. 
Gladstone to Herod upon his throne 
calling to be adored. What was the 
result / ‘Twenty Members of the House 
refused to leave their seats and to 
clear the House for a division. The 
clamour and the disorder far exceeded 
what, according to what I have heard, 
occurred on ‘Tuesday night. They defied 
the Chairman of Committees. Who 
were those twenty Members ? They are 
all Ministers and officials since. Aniongst 
them were the hon. Member for East 
Worcestershire (the son of the Colonial 
Secretary), the hon. member for South 
Tyrone, and the hon. Member for 
Fulham, who is now a Lord of the 
Treasury. ‘These men refused in pre- 
cisely the same way, and committed the 
same offence which the Irish Members 
committed on these benches, but they 
were under less provocation—because 
on that occasion in 1893, they com- 
mitted it as the result of a cold-blooded 
conspiracy. They were not taken by 


surpiise, their leader was not absent ; 
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‘their leader was there goading them on 


to the fight. They had full warning 
that the closure was coming. Irish 
Members are held up to execration in 


connection with the incident of two 
nights ago. But what happened in 


the case of the English Members on the 
oceasion to which I have referred ? 
The House was in a wild state of con- 
fusion, and Englishmen of the Tory 
and Liberal Unionist Party were openly 
defying the authority of the Chair. 
One hon. Member seized another hon. 
Member by the collar and endeavoured 
to throw him on the floor. It was 
the greatest outrage I have ever heard 
of in the House. It was an outrage 
because an English Member committed 
that violence on an hon. Member of this 
House without any provocation. That 
hon. Member is a Lord of the Treasury 
to-day. That outrage was the worst 
ever committed in the House of Commons 
in my memory, and, so far as my reading 
goes, the worst ever perpetrated in the 
history of the House.* It led to a free 
fight on the floor of the House. Mr. (now 
Lord) Peel, who was then Speaker, when 
he returned to the Chair, and Mr. 
Gladstone, a man who had at heart the 
honour and dignity of the House and 
of the humblest of its Members, and 
whose leadership was very different 
from that under which we sit to-day— 
Lord Peel and Mr. Gladstone spoke 
words of conciliation and of soothing. 
What did Lord Peel say? He said, 
“Let there be no recriminations and 
let the incident cease.” 

Now, Sir, one of the things I com- 
plain of in the proceedings of the other 
night is this. I was not here, but 
I understand there were no words of 
conciliation, and I am told that the 
tone of that bench [the Ministerial Bench] 
was one of insult and contempt. I say 


i deliberately that I do not care in what 


part of the world you have a large assem- 
bly of men, whether it be in Vienna, 
Berlin, New York, or London, if you 
attempt to govern a body of free men 
forming the Members of legislative 
assemblies on these liiics, if you throw 
away conciliation, and abandon the 
*There is an instance, i: 10738, of “ giving of 
blows” between two Members on the floor of 
the House. See Zhe J'i/sementary History, 
vol. iv., page 1045.—h!) 
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policy of give and take, it is impossible 
to carry out that rule which we all desire. 
I thought it necessary to make that 
protest, because I repudiate again in 
the most emphatic manner in_ reply 
to the statement of the First Lord 
of the ‘Treasury that this was a 
gross outrage perpetrated on the 
House. It was nothing of the sort, 
because no Irish Member offered violence 
of any kind until the police came in and 
endeavoured to pull them out of the 
House. Their resistance up to that time 
was passive resistance, which has again 
and again been indulged in by other 


Members of the House. Your own 
Members have done it, and, of 
course, they were treated in a_ dif- 
ferent manner because they were 
English. I repeat again, that the reason 


of the feeling which has been displayed 
in regard to this resolution is because 
the offence on this occasion was commit- 
ted by Irishmen. If it had been com- 
mitted by Englishmen, or by any other 
section of the House, an attempt would 
have been made at conciliation, and no 
such penal rule as this would have been 
proposed. 

I come to another almost 
equally in point. Some of us remember 
the days of Charles Bradlaugh, a man 
I learned to like and have a respect for. 
Those who were responsible for his 
maltreatment came to regard him with 
respect. The case of Mr. Charles Brad- 
laugh is an instructive case from two 
points of view. First of all in regard to 
the different way you treated an English 
constituency. IL desire to associate the 
privileges of the constituency with those 
of the Member. You cannot dissociate 
them. Charles Bradlaugh for two or 
three years deliberately and repeatedly 
defied the Speaker and the rules of order 
in this House. He marched into this 
House and sat on the cross-bench when 
an unsworn Member, and over and over 
again he walked up to the Table and 
stood there defying the Speaker. He 
was again and again conducted down by 
the Serjeant-at-Arms. He himself ad- 
ministered the Oath in defiance of rule 
and the repeated ruling of the Speaker. 
This was done deliberately and not as the 
result of excitement, a sudden impulse of 
passion, or as a protest against the action 
of the Ministry. At last the Speaker 
Mr. Dillon, 


Case 
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ordered the Serjeant-at-Arms to remoye 
Mr. Bradlaugh from the precincts of the 
House. That was an oceasion which few 
of us who witnessed it will ever forget. 
It was in 1881. Mr. Bradlaugh was 
seized by a great number of messengers 
in the House, and just outside the door 
of the House he was dragged with great 
violence, while he was kicking, struggling 
and using his gigantic strength to the 
utmost extent of his ability. He was 
dragged across the lobby in presence of 
crowds of people, dragged down West- 
minster Hall, and expelled into Palace 
Yard. No doubt he had been guilty of 
much worse and more persistent breaches 
of the rules of the House and the autho- 
rity of the Chair than any Member on 
these Irish benches. After this dreadful 


‘scene a question of privilege was imme- 


diately raised, and Mr. John Bright, an 
honoured name in this House, came back 
after witnessing the spectacle, and used 
the following words— 

“*T will put the question to hon. Members 
opposite and also to some hon. Members on 
this side of the House—\Where are they 
leading us 7” ; 
That is the question I put to Ministers 
to-night. That question was_ received 
with jeers and contempt by the Gentle- 
men who were the majority in those days 

the vast majority in this House. They 
had, of course, the idea, which has been 
expressed here to-night, that Mr. Brad- 
laugh had inflicted a gross outrage on 
this House. But Mr. Bright, with the 
true instinct of a constitutional statesman, 
saw behind Mr. Bradlaugh the con- 
stituency that sent him into the House. 
He saw that the constituency was struck 
at and wounded through the Member 
who was dishonoured. You are strug- 
gling now not with one constituency 
hut with several constituencies. At the 
end of that struggle—which was main- 
tained for four years and ended in the 
capitulation of the Government—every 
Member admitted in his soul that Mr. 
Bradlaugh was right. Apply the lesson 
to the position of to-day. Rules, orders. 
and regulations are of no avail to deal 
with this evil. The real master factor 
of the situation is that we have the 
constituencies at our backs. The Irish 
people will not think worse of the Irish 
party for what has happened. The noble 
Lord's proposal is to imprison us all, 
while the Liberal Imperialist would 
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disfranchise Ireland. If you expelled 
the Irish Members from this House you 
would at once have an Irish Parliament 
in Dublin, and the Irish Secretary would 
find we are more trouble in Dublin 
than we are here. The Gentlemen who 
make these proposals are novices in this 
business. Bigger men than they will 
ever be have tried their hand at crushing 
the Irish representatives ; Mr. Gladstone, 
Mr. Forster, and Mr. Trevelyan did 
their best, but were finally converted. 


The First Lord has tried and seems in- | 


clined to try again, but I do not think 
he will listen to the proposal which has 
been made. The truth of it is, we are old 
hands at the game. I was suspended 
within a week after | took my _ seat 
twenty years ago. You will never pre- 
serve order and decency by brutality and 
coercion, nor by such insolence as we 
have listened to 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is not the way in which to refer to the 
speech of another hon. Member. 


Mr. DILLON: | withdraw the word 
“insolence ’ and substitute ‘ offensive- 
The experience of twenty years 
ought to have taught the Leader of the 
House that in dealing with Irish Members 
you can do infinitely more by a little give 
and take than by any amount of coercion. 
I say with confidence that if on Tuesday 
night the sitting had been suspended 
and two or three hours given to the 
discussion on the Vote on Account on 
Thursday, the scene would have been 
entirely avoided. Would not a small 
concession of that character have been 
an infinitely less evil—if we are dis- 
cussing anevil at all—than the dreadful 
introduction of a large body of police into 
this House for the first time, and the 
scenes of violence which occurred ? 
Another very important point is that you 
have a new House to deal with. As re- 
gards our own Irish Members it is very im- 
portant. Dozens of Members are not accus- 
tomed to the sudden closure of debate : 
they do not understand the machinery 
of a Vote on Account. It is all very fine 
to give us a long history of the procedure 
with regard to Votes on Account. 
First Lord ought to have looked at these 
benches and seen that accidentally a 
great many of the senior Mem bers of our 


ness.” 
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party were absent, and that the benches 
were crowded with young men who were 
inexperienced in the ways of the House. 
He would have taken all these cireun- 
stances into consideration if he had been 
a man fit to lead the House. The hon. 
Member for Waterford was_ perfectly 
justified in saying that a large share of 
the moral responsibility for Tuesday’s 
occurrences rests, and will in the opinion 
of a great body of this House rest, on the 
shoulders of the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury. 

I propose to move an Amendment 
raising an extremely important issue. 
This proposed resolution is an extra- 
ordinary and enormous increase of the 
punitive powers of the Chair. In all our 
previous discussions it has always been 
held that the Chair should not have the 
power to sentence any Member of the 
House at his discretion to a severe punish- 
ment, but that that power should be 
reserved to the House itself. Then the 
rule was extended to Standing Order 
No. 21, giving to the House authority 
to suspend for the first offence for a 
week, for a second offence in the same 
session for a month, and for a third offence 
for the remainder of the session. More- 
over, the House in those days had an 
amount of provocation which is really 
quite unknown to the present House. 
The scene which occurred here the other 
night would be mild compared to it ; at 
all events, it was a scene which, though 
very painful, did not last long. But the 
House which, in 1881] and 1882, originally 
passed this rule had for months—I might 
say for sessions—suffered from a series 
of scenes of violence, and defiance of the 
Chair, and prolonged all-night sittings, 
of which the House now has no concep- 
tion. And yet all that that House could 
bring itself to do was to take the power 
of inflicting these graduated punish- 
ments. If the House turns to Standing 
Order No. 27, it will see that the only 
power ever conferred upon the Chair 
without a vote of the House was the 
power of ordering an individual Member 
to withdraw for the remainder of the 
sitting, and that is the only power the 
Chair now has. Standing Order No. 
27, as I interpret it, and as it always has 
been interpreted, gives the Chairman 
the right to order individual Members to 
leave the House, naming them _ indi- 
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vidually at the time when they are dis- 
orderly. My Amendment is that in 
line 1 
Members acting jointly ’’ be omitted, 
and then the resolution would read “* pro- 
vided also that any Member who has 
heen suspended.” The proposal of the 
Leader of the House taken in its entirety 
places in the hands of the Chairman an 
enormous power of punishment unparal- 
leled in the annals of the House, such as 
would enable him without a vote of the 
House to disfranchise constituencies for 
a whole session, and suspend Members 
for a whole session. My Amendment 
provides that in such cases Members 
should be dealt with separately. I have 
already alluded to what the Speaker did 
on a former occasion when five Members 
were reported, and when each of them 
was named one by one. The conse- 
quence of that precaution was that no 
question could arise as to a mistake in 
dealing with the matter. My contention 
now is, that if you give to the Chair this 
enormous power of punishment you 
should hedge round this power with all 
possible precautions, so as to prevent a 
mistake being made, as was made the 
other night, the result of which we saw 
to-day, when the Chairman of Com- 
inittees was obliged to admit that he 
cominitted a grave error. I believe it 
was not one mistake alone that was 
made. I am inclined to think that two 
or three other Members were unjustly 
suspended also; at all events there is a 
great deal of doubt in regard to some 
other suspensions which took place, and 
if the mistake had such serious conse- 
quences in this case, what would it be 
to suspend a man for the whole of the 
session, if it were not absolutely clear 
that he was guilty of the offence charged 
against him? Therefore I hold there 
should be no difficulty in applying this 
rule to deal with each Member separately, 
and that would be all the more reason- 
able, in view of the fact that the punish- 
ment is to be inflicted without giving 
the House any opportunity of expressing 
its opinion. 

I must say that I think the system 
of wholesale suspension is a most 
dangerous system to introduce in this 
ILouse, for it is bound to lead to the most 
ridiculous and most extraordinary mis- 
takes. 

Mr, Dillon. 
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of the resolution the words “ or 


I myself went home from this 
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House one night in the session of 188], 
leaving an angry debate in progress, and 
when I returned at six o'clock in the 
morning I was stopped at the door and 
told I could not be admitted, that I had 
been suspended an hour before for ob- 
structing the House. I remember 
another instance where a similar mistake 
was made. One of my colleagues was 
actually named and suspended when he 
was in mid-Channel on his way to Ire- 
land, owing toa mistake about his name. 
The same thing could easily happen now 
when we have so many O’Briens and 
O’Connors in our party. Therefore I say, 
that in the exercise of these punitive 
measures the Chairman should spare no 
precaution in order to be able to state to 
the House, from his own knowledge, and 
not through information supplied to 
him by a Clerk at the Table, that an hon. 
Member was an offender. I say, further, 
that when this House passed this Order 
giving you, Sir, authority to name a 


, Member, it was never contemplated—no 


one even dreamt—that the Chairman 
would send a clerk round the House 
with a paper and pencil trying to ascer- 
tain the names of hon. Members who 
were alleged to be offenders. What hap- 
pened on Tuesday night? The Clerk 
at the Table went down the House. took 
the names of some of my colleagues, and 
brought the list to the Chairman ; then 
the Chairman picked out some names 
and omitted others. I say that sort of 
procedure is an outrage on the House, 
and one of the results of it was seen to-day 
when the Chairman of Committees ad- 
mitted his mistake and expressed his 
regret for it. I say, then, with the most 
perfect confidence, that if the Chairman 
or Speaker is in doubt as to the identity 
of an hon. Member he should give that 
hon. Member the benefit of the doubt, 
for it would be far better to let off an 
offender for the time being than that an 
innocent man should be punished and 
subjected to the humiliation of being 
driven out of the House. For these 
reasons | now move the Amendment 
standing in my name. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 


‘‘In line 1, to leave out the words ‘or 
Members acting jointly.’”—(Wr. Dillon.) 





893 
( 


pre )| 
pr )] 


S 
met 
mel 
fran 
ban 
the 
pose 
does 
ing 
that 
seve 
tion 
oug! 


Chai 
M 


bout 
vive 

(rove 
wou 

Hou 

to | 
woul 
sepa 

two 

togel 
at tl 

a ore 
(rove 
rule 

pares 
in m 
of th 
lise, 

disre 
coule 
it, gt 
SESSLO 
they 

their 
bring 
right 
this 
givin 
deny 
tunit 
and 

sessic 
Chat 
SuspeE 
How 
pose 

Was § 
stitu 


VC 





899 


81, 
and 
the 
and 
had 
ob- 
ber 
ake 
Was 
he 
[re- 
me. 
ow 
ind 
ay, 
‘ive 
no 
» to 


ind 


on. 








893 Amendment of Standing 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Amendment.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: The Govern- 
ment cannot possibly accept this Amend- 
ment. The whole rule was_ specially 
framed to meet the case of Members 
handing themselves together to resist 
the authority of the Chair. The pro- 
posal of the Government as it stands 
does not interfere with the right of nam- 
ing hon. Members separately. I submit 
that it is clear to demonstration that, if 
several Members are acting in combina- 
tion, so as to render force necessary, it 
ought to be within the discretion of the 
Chair to name them. 


Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin, Har- 
hour) said no explanation had been 
given by those who spoke for the 
Government as to how this new rule 
would expedite the business of the 
House. If Members in such cases were 
to be taken out separately, surely it 
would be convenient to name them 
separately. It was not suggested that 
two or three at a time, or the whole lot 
together, should be seized by the police 
at the same moment and borne out al! in 
agroup. He wished to ask, what did the 
Government expect to gain by this new 
rule? If the lrish Members were pre- 
pared to co-operate with the Government 
in maintaining respect for the traditions 
ot the House, this rule might be of some 
use, but if the Irish Members wished to 
disregard the authority of the Chair 
could they not, after having disregarded 
it, go back, and in the last week of the 
session get suspended one by one? If 
they did that they would be received by 
their constituents with open arms. In 
bringing forward this new rule the 
right hon. Gentleman was really reducing 
this question to a fine art, and merely 
giving those Members who wished to 
deny the authority of the Chair an oppor- 
tunity of bringing the House into ridicule 
and contempt at the end of every 
session, when they might disregard the 
Chair, and the whole of them might be 
suspended in the last week of the session. 
How did the right hon. Gentleman pro- 
pose to deal with an hon. Member who 
was suspended and sent back to his con- 
stituents ? There was not a single Mem- 
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| ber on the Irish benches who would not 
be returned again without the slightest 
opposition within a week of his suspen- 
sion. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The question now 
before the House is the omission of the 
words “‘ Members acting jointly.” The 
hon. Member must confine himself to the 
question before the House. 


Mr. HARRINGTON said he would 
take the case of the Members acting 
jointly. If they were expelled and went 
back to their constituents they would be 
returned within a week, and then a 
further amendment of the rules would 
be necessary. Was the right hon. Gentle- 
man prepared to receive them back? If 
the intention was to disfranchise certain 
constituencies, it would be necessary for 
the right hon. Gentleman to introduce a 
further rule, by which the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would be precluded from 
giving the stewardship of the Chiltern 
Hundreds to Irish Members. But even 
then there would be nothing to prevent 
these Irish Members from coming back 
to the House by making an interchange 
of constituencies. What he wished to 
point out was, that if there were people 
who wanted to east discredit on Parlia- 
mentary institutions, this amendment of 
the Standing Order would put into their 
hands the very machinery which would 
bring the House into contempt. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Ido not 
think that the right hon. Gentleman has 
given this matter his full consideration. 
The point made by the hon. Member is a 
fair one. He suggests that under this 
rule a whole group of Members might 
be suspended at one blow without the 
case of each, or the action of each one, 
being considered and proved. It is 
difficult to define the words “ acting 
jointly,” and that makes this Amendment 
absolutely necessary. I would like the 
right hon. Gentleman to explain to the 
House how “acting jointly ” could be 
proved. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: The words 
are already in Rule 21. 


Mr. LOUGH: Even so; but we had 
the House placed to-day in the most 
humiliating position of apologising unani- 

21 
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of those words. It was because of a 
hurried ruling of the Chair that certain 
Members had acted jointly that that 
humiliating apology had to be made, and 
we may be found in the same difficulty 
again if the words “ acting jointly ” are 
retained. My hon. friend wants that 
three, four, or five Members should not 
be suspended in a bunch, but that A, B, or 
C should be dealt with separately ; and 
I certainly think that, if not his precise 
Amendment, some other should — be 
adopted which will secure that every one 
shall have his case dealt with separately. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I cannot help thinking that these words 
are wholly unnecessary, although not 
from the point of view of some of the 


arguments which have been used. The 
words in Standing Order No. 21 were 


put in that where a number of Members 
had acted simultaneously the Speaker 
should have the power, instead of wasting 
the time of the House by naming and 
suspending one after another, to name 
and suspend them en bloc. But under 
this rule you are not going to have any 
action of the House or motion made 
which would involve any loss of time. 
Each man will necessarily be dealt with 
separately. He has to be aceosted by the 
Serjeant-at-Arms, and he has to show 
that he does not yield to the action of the 
Serjeant-at-Arms. You cannot deal with 
them en bloc ; that is impossible. There- 
fore, not for some of the reasons urged, 
but in the interests of unburdening the 
rule of superfluous words, I think they 


should be omitted. Another thing is 
that the rule as it stands is very bad 


grammar. 


*Mr. BLAKE: The grammar is bad, 
no doubt, but our objection to the rule 
is much more serious. The hon. Gentle- 
man has put before the House an enor- 
mous change proposed to be made with 
reference to automatic action on a word 
from the Chair. And consequently he 
must recognise the greater necessity 
of avoiding a repetition of that which 
was the deepest humiliation of these 


whole proceedings, when the House 
was obliged a little time ago to 


acknowledge that it had taken erroneous | 


action, and had unjustly condemned a 


Mr, Lough. 
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Up to this time the ques- 
‘tion whether a Member should be sus. 


pended has had to be put to the House, 


On certain conditions Members 


might 


be suspended en bloc, but generally it 
is done separately, and always by vote. 


But 


what 


is 


now pr oposed 


that 


is 


on the simple announcement by the 
Speaker to the House that a Member or 
a number of Members acting Jointly 
have not obeyed his directions, without 
the House having any opportunity of 
dealing with the question, they are by 
that mere announcement suspended, and 


this for the whole session. 


You there- 


fore propose by one stroke to er normously 
increase the punishme nt, and enormously 
diminish the security for justice being 


done. 
you should 


name A, B, (¢ 


All that we now suggest is that 


individually, 


instead of referring to them en blo. 
I do think that calm and cool delibera- 
tion will lead the House to see that the 


Amendment 
rule as it 


is moderate, 


stands is 


not only 


and that the 
bad in 


grammar, but bad in principle. 


Mr. 
Boroughs) : 


LLOYD - GEORGE 


The rule 


as 


(Carnarvon 
it stands is 


‘apable of a very serfous and unjust 


interpretation. 


pened on Tt 


Take the 
iesday night. 


case that hap- 
Twelve Men- 


bers altogether were suspended because 


they 


House. It 


resisted by 


is true they 


force the order of the 


resisted nomi- 


nally, but they did not resist the police: 


men who w 
be the result of an order 


proposed ! 


force to it 


ere called in. 


What would 
of the kind 


Some Members might pro- 
test against what they regarded as an 
injustice, but might not be prepared to 
go to the extent of compelling physical 


itervene. 


Suppose 


two or 


three resisted the police, but forty walked 
out of the House on the suggestion ot 


the Serjear 


it-at-Arms. 


Surely 


to sus- 


pend all these forty Members forthwith 


for a whole session would be a 


OTOSS 
gross 


injustice, and the Leader of the House 


cannot contemplate that result. 


On 


Tuesday night two or three Members 
took part in resisting the police, but 
there were others who did not carry 


disobedience to that extent. 


One hon. 


Member walked out of the House at the 
| sugge estion of the Serjeant-at-Arms, and 
it would be exceedingly unfair that his 
‘constituents should be disfranchised, as 
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would be the case if you are going to! 
deal with them en bloc. 


Amendment of Standing 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: The rule 
only applies to those against whom, 
jointly, force would require to be used. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Exactly ; 
that is what I want to point out. The 
Chairman reports that a body of Members 
demand the interference of the police ; 
but it may be that only two or three 
would persist in disobedience to that 
extent. This is a question of the rights 
of the constituencies, and not that of the 
Members. And it would be exceedingly 
unfair that some constituencies should 
be disfranchised, not for the offenee of 
their Members, but for the offence of 
Members representing other constitu- 
encies. If the right hon. Gentleman 
does not see the tjustice of that, he 
has made it perfectly clear that he does 
not want to maintain the dignity of the 
House, but that the objeet is to dis- 
franchise the whole of the Irish 
Members and their constituencies. 


Sik HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): We are dealing with Standing 
Order No. 21, which already provides, 
as my hon. friend has stated, that where 
Members are merely acting jointly it is 
within the power of the Speaker to name 
them jointly, and by one division settle 
the question whether or not they should 
be suspended. Now we proceed to go a 
step further. I do not see the necessity 
for these words being put in. The pro- 
cess is this. Members are suspended 
by the vote of the House. They are 
ordered to leave the House, and they 
refuse to leave. The Speaker directs 
them to leave the house, and they refuse 
to obey his direction, and then the 
Serjeant-at-Arms must go to each man 
individually and not to the Members 
jointly. He cannot possibly do that. 
He goes to A, who may get up and go. 
out, and therefore A would be out of 
the business altogether, and there would 
be no necessity for calling in physical 
foree. But B might say, “ No, | won't | 
go,” and thus refuse to obey the direction | 
of the Speaker, or the summons of the | 
Serjeant-at-Arms. Then the Speaker, 


this being done in the view of the 
House, and the Members witnessing 
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what is going on, says that physical 
force is necessary to secure compliance 
with his order. Then this new order 
would apply only to that Member. 


Mr. DILLON: No, to all the rest. 
Why not strike out the words.? 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: You cannot 
put a dozen men out jointly. 


Mr. DILLON: Yes, you ean. The 
right hon. Gentleman misunderstands 
me. It is not a question of putting them 
out. It is a question of suspending them 
for the rest of the session. 


sir HENRY FOWLER: It simply 
comes to this, that the Speaker reports 
to the House—and the House itself is the 
judge at that moment—that a certain 
Member retuses to obey the order of the 
Chair, and that it is necessary to use 
physical force to secure that obedience. 
Following upon that report the individual 
Member is suspended under the operation 
of the rule. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) : 
I think that what we are discussing is 
mere verbal amendment. This really 
means that any Member who does not 
obey the order of the Speaker when 
summoned by the  Serjeant-at-Arms 
comes under the penalty of this Order. 
Under these circumstances, the words 
“any Member” would in themselves 
be quite sufficient. The words ‘“ or 
Members acting jointly ” might well be 
left out, and then the new Order would 
be in the simplest possible form. It 
would cover any Member who disobeys 
the Order. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): The right 
hon. Gentleman the First Lord of the 
Treasury has made it perfectly clear 
that he means to disregard all sugges- 
tions coming from this side of the House, 
and to rely on his majority to carry the 
motion. It would appear from the way 
in which the new rule is drafted that 
the First Lord of the Treasury has not 
very much regard for grammar; but 
there is something more than slipshod 
grammar. It is admitted that the other 
night a mistake was made in regard to 


one Member. [ can say of my own 
knowledge that a mistake was made 
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in regard to two Members. Constitu- 
encies all over Ireland are to be disfran- 
chised for acts their Members have not 
committed. I cannot for the life of me 
conceive how the Government, after 
what has fallen from the hon. and learned 
Member opposite, will stick to the phrase- 
ology of the Amendment which was 
hastily drafted. Surely nothing can be 
clearer than the fact that on Tuesday 
night a mistake was made by the Chair, 
unwittingly, no doubt. Would it not 
be a very great matter that the Standing 
Order should be so simplified that the 
disfranchisement for the remainder of 
the session of a large number of Irish 
Members of this House should not take 
place? How do the Government treat 
this Amendment of the hon. Member 
for East Mayo? They put up the 
English Attorney General, who in a 
few offhand phrases, and without paying 
any attention to the context of the 
Amendment, says that there is really 
nothing in the matter, and that he ean- 
not accept the Amendment. Members 
get up on the Front Opposition Bench 
and point out the reasonableness of 
the hon. Member for East Mayo, and 
the members of the Government. sit 
tight and keep mum, and they will call 
their obedient followers to support them 
in the lobby. This is but another illus- 
stration of the spirtt that underlay their 
action on Tuesday night when the 
closure was moved. Surely the Govern- 
ment have something more to say about 
the Amendment. The only independent 
Member on the other side of the House 
who spoke on this matter is the hon. 
and learned Member who recommended 
to the House the Amendment ot the 
hon. Member tor East Mayo. Are they 
going to do nothing but rely on their 
majority, whipped up bya five-line whip, 
to carry the motion? The only reply 
we have from the Government on this 
Amendment the form of a con- 
spiracy of silence. 


ena 
taxes 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) : 
[ think the Government might very well, 
without any loss of dignity, reconsider 
the position they have taken up on the 
Amendment. I ask them to do so for 
two reasons. Their object is the same 
us that of Members on __ these 
benches who support the Amendment. 


Mr. Flynn. 


{COMMONS} 





Order No. 21. 900 
For the life of me I cannot understand 
the object of the Government in refusing 
to accept the Amendment. Is it that 
they imagine themselves so much above 
criticism ? [An Hon. MEMBER: No.] 
Why is it? Every speech made in 
support of it has been reasonable, and the 
hon. and learned Gentleman behind 
them stated that the Amendment was 
reasonable and carried out the object 
the Government had in view. It seems 
to me that we have a strong case for 
protest in this matter. This is a reason- 


able Amendment and ought to be 
accepted. I say it is not the duty 
of the Government, and it is not 


the duty of the Leader of the House, 
to put the authority in the Chai 
in the position in which the resolu- 
tion will place him. This Amendment 
might be the means of suspending fifty 
Members of the House, and it might 
disfranchise a large number of constitu- 
encies. The House is very much divided 
as to the real meaning of the rule, and the 
exercise of it may bring about an in- 
tolerable situation and place the Chair 
in a position which would give rise to the 
greatest dissatisfaction to the House at 
a moment when it is least desirable that 
dissatisfaction should be felt. 1 appeal 
to the Leader of the House not to shut 
his ears to the views which have been 
expressed in support of the Amendment. 
I appeal to the right hon. Gentleman in 
the interests of those who propose this 
resolution, and in the interests of the 
Chair, to accept the Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman has made a direct appeal to 
me, and I am very unwilling not to 
reply to it. He asks me whether the 
Government have come down to the 
House with this resolution in a stereo- 
typed form determined to resist all 
Amendments and to fight the thing 
through without a comma or a stop 
being changed. I hope that we have 
manifested that we have not done so, 
for we have already accepted an Amend- 
ment—I do not say of very great im- 
portance, but certainly an Amendment 
of substance—proposed by the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite. I do not think 
that any hon. Gentleman on the other 
side of the House who has argued this 
question has been able to prove that the 
rule as it is drafted will produce injustice. 
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Mr. DILLON: Really I take an en- 
tirely different view. I think the rule 
as drafted might have this result, that the 
Serjeant-at-Arms might approach one 
or two Members said to be acting jointly, 
and might then report to the House 
that the whole body were acting jointly. 
Then a number of Members quite willing 
to go out might be suspended. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
think that result is possible under the 
Amendment suggested by the right hon. 
Gentleman, and we must consider the 
rule as if it were amended. The Ser- 
jeant-at-Arms would have to touch 
each Member separately. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Then why do you 
want the words in ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The point I 
was putting to the House was that 
nobody pretends that injustice would 
occur. 

Mr. DALZIEL: Yes; we all feel it. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman’s own Front Bench say that 
they do not for a moment suggest that 
the words are likely to lead to injustice, 
nor do I see how injustice can be done. 


Mr. DALZIEL: It places on the Chair 
the duty of saying whether or not Mem- 
bers are acting jointly. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it 
extremely probable that Mr. Speaker 
also might make an appeal separately 
with regard to each individual if force was 
necessary, but | should imagine that in 
cases in which there was Joint action 
the fact of each Member being separately 
touched would prevent the necessity of 
a separate appeal to the House in regard 
to each one of them. It surely is desir- 
able that we should keep to the leading 
idea which governed the framers of the 
tule, that one of the’ most formidable 
dangers that this House runs is not from 
the isolated action of any individual 
disorderly person, but from the joint 
action of a number of Members. It 
seems clear that no substantial injustice 
can arise from the form in which the 
tule is drawn up. I think it is in eon- 


formity with the earlier part of the rule. 
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It keeps the continuity of the draiting 
from one clause of the rule to another, 
and it keeps to theend of the rule that idea 
which dominated the original framers of 
the rule, that conspiracy or joint action 
to defeat the orders of the House on the 
part of any body of Members is one of the 
great dangers against which this rule is 
essentially directed. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): The 
right hon. Gentleman seems to have 


forgotten the ordinary rule of interpreta- 
tion in law, namely, that when you find 
words which appear to be surplusage 
you are bound to try to find some other 
meaning for them. Our contention is 
that these words are pure surplusage, 
and I do not understand the right hon. 
Gentleman to argue that they are neces- 
sary. He refers entirely to the rest of the 
rule in order to find a certain model and 
style. Nothing whatever is gained by 
keeping these words in, because all that 
Mr. Speaker has to do is to name each 
person individually. It is not a question 
of going to a division ; it is not a question 
of consuming the time which divisions 
require ; it is merely that an individual 
has to be named by Mr. Speaker. It is 
surely far better, in view of any possible 
accident that might occur, that Mr. 
Speaker should name each person indi- 
vidually than lump a number of people 
together. I agree with the hon. Mem- 
her opposite, that this is purely a question 
of drafting. Any person, lawyer or not, 
who applies his commonsense to the rule 
and the draft order, and reads it leaving 
out these words, will see that all the 
object the Government can _ possibly 
have in view will be attained if this 
Amendment is accepted. Under these 
circumstanees I make one more appeal 
to them to give way on this point. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I think 
the rule has been framed in this form in 
order to cover the bungle made by the 
officials the other night in the case of 
the hon. Member for South Fermanagh. 
Under this rule it could be held that 
although a Member went into the division 
lobby, if he sat on these benches and some 
Irish Members were expelled he was 
acting jointly with them, and would be 
suspended also. These words introduce 
an altogether new element into the 
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Standing Order; they import some of 
the conspiracy law, so that a Member 
who might be in any other part of the 
House could be held to be acting jointly 
with others, whereas the original rule 


was that they should be present together | 


and disregard the ruling of the Chair. 
That is a very dangerous innovation. 
Even distinguished Members on the 
other side of the House cannot under- 
stand what the rule means in this form, 
and if you cannot understand it your- 
selves how can you expect us—unculti- 
vated Members as we are called—to be 
able to follow it in all its devious wind- 
ings? This conspiracy law can be 
stretched very far. I have been twice 
convicted of conspiracy mysel{—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order. order! The 
hon. Member is making no reference to 
the Amendment before the House. 


Mr. TULLY: I was trying to illus- 
trate the danger of the resolution as 
framed by the Government by a case 
which came under my own knowledge. 
[Laughter.] This may be a laughing 
matter for hon. Gentlemen opposite, but 
it is framed especially for Irish Members, 
although it is very probable that the 
worst offenders and those to whom it is 
first applied may not be Irish  repre- 
sentatives at all. These words “ acting 
jointly ” are very dangerous, and the 
Government would be well advised to 
accept the Amendment. 


*Mr. DUKE (Plymouth): I think it 
will be obvious to men who are familiar 
with the principles of drafting that the 
terms of description which are used in 
the Standing Order here proposed to 
be amended are properly retained as the 
description of the class of Members with 
whom it is proposed to deal by this 
Amendment of the Standing Order, and 
for my part I agree with the Attorney 
General, if I may say so, in thinking 
that to drop in this part of the Amend- 
ment the form of words used in the 
existing Standing Order for the purpose 
of describing the persons to be dealt with 
by these punitive measures would 
involve some danger in the administra- 
tion of the Standing Order. But I feel 
with hon. Members opposite that there 
is a danger that in the practice of the 
Mr. Tully. 


{COMMONS} 
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House the terms of the Amendment to 
the Standing Order would leave it open 

tees the Speaker, or whoever might be 
exercising the powers conferred by the 

Standing Order, to deal collectively with 

4 body of Members who had brought 

ithemselves within its terms. I do not 
think that the proper mode of avoiding 
that danger is to omit the words of 
description which properly occur in the 
first line of the proposed Amendment. 
I think the proper mode would be to 
insert before the word “refuse” the 
word “ respectively.” Then the Mem- 
ber, or Members, of the House acting 
jointly, would be designated as persons 

,who are appropriately to be punished 
by the action of the Chair, but there 
would be required a demand upon each 
Member severally for conformity to the 
order of the Chair. That demand would 
be made upon each Member for com- 
pliance and obedience, and if the indi- 
vidual refused to obey the order of the 
Speaker the penalty would follow. I 
am sure the Attorney General desires 
to have nothing in this Amendment to 
the Standing Order which would leave 
it possible for any such mistake as that 
of Wednesday morning to recur, and I 
think the suggestion I have made would 
leave both the principle of the Standing 
Order and the mode of its operation 
perfectly clear, and the case of each 
individual Member could be dealt with 
as might be necessary. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said the 
proposal appeared to him to apply to 
Members who were jointly resisting the 
application of force. The meaning of 
the word was not very clear, and he 
would like the Attorney General to 
give some clearer explanation. 


Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth) : I think 
that if the Government yield to the 
Amendment moved from the opposite 
side of the House they will fall into a trap. 
The Standing Order as it stands pro- 
vides for two cases—that of a single 
Member behaving in an improper manner, 
_and also the case of a number of Members 
|acting jointly. They are presumed to 
have been ‘suspended, and if they are 
suspended at all, then, of course, they 
must be suspended for a week. This 
| proviso adds a further punishment in 
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case, after having received the order| Lord of the Treasury will not. relieve 
from the Chair to leave the House, they the rule from the uncertainty which 
refuse to obey that order. In that case appears to prevail. ; 
the punishment is extended to the end 
of the session. The proposal, therefore, Mr. DILLON: I have only got a word 
applies to two cases—single action and | or two to say in reply to the First Lord 
joint action. If the Government yield | of the Treasury. We know what happened 
to this suggested Amendment, then the | on Tuesday night, and what is possible 
very case which happened on Tuesday ‘under the rule is that the Serjeant-at- 
last will not be covered. The proposal | Arms might order —— 
clearly alludes only to such Members as 
refuse to obey the Chairman’s direction,; *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
and I trust that the Government will! hon. Member has no right of reply on 
not yield to this inducement which has the Amendment. - 
heen offered. 
Mr. DILLON: I was simply going to 
Mr. WALLACE (Perth): According say that I accept this Amendment. 
to the statement of the last speaker, if because I ean get nothing better, and 
Members act jointly they are suspended | because it carries out to a considerable 
jointly, and afterwards you can deal extent the object I have in view, although 
with them individually. I presume that |] think that object would have been 
the se iy her ome — — | accomplished better by my Amendment. 
one of these Members and request him to | 7 leave to wi ‘awmy J ondment. 
leave, and then if they all a this rule | iia saat 
comes into operation. Now, I have no! Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
wish to weaken the force of this resolution | ment, by leave, withdrawn. 
at all, but I do ask the Attorney General < 
to consider this point, and inform us; Str ROBERT FINLAY: I beg to 
what he gains by keeping in these words. | move in the third line after the word 
We have spent some hours discussing | “ Speaker” that occurs first, to insert 
the point, and I do not think the words the following words, “when severally 
are necessary. summoned under the Speaker’s orders 
| by the Serjeant-at-Arms to obey such 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I agree that | direction.” I think these words prevent 
the discussion on this drafting Amend- any possibility of doubt as to the meaning 
ment has hardly been worth the time of our proposition. 
given to it. For the reasons given by 
the hon. and learned Member for Ply-- Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
mouth, I should like to adhere to the ment agreed to. 
words “Members acting jointly,” but 
what everybody appears to desire can be *Mr. BLAKE: I must confess that 
gained if weamendthe Amendment which J] do not find that care taken in this 
was originally suggested by the right proposal in regard to the announcement 
hon. Gentleman opposite, by inserting to the House of the offending Members 
aiter “ shall refuse to obey the direction which I think ought under such cireum- 
of the Speaker’ the words ‘‘ when | stances to be taken. There is nothing 
severally summoned under the Speaker's | to say that the Speaker shall report to 
orders by the Serjeant-at-Arms to obey | the House that A, B, orC are the persons 
such direction.” who have refused to obey his direction. 
There is nothing to define upon whom the 
Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, axe is to fall. The Speaker is simply 
E.): I suppose the object of this is to required to announce that force is neces- 
extend the rule to such deplorable scenes | sary in order that his directions may be 
is were witnessed on Tuesday night. | obeyed. That seems to me to be an 
I think if you omit the words suggested | unsuitable method likely to produce 
you will be achieving that purpose, for , added injustice. I suggest that after 
they are admittedly surplusage. Even | the words “Member or Members” in 
the Amendment suggested by the First | the fifth line, the words “ who have” be 
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deleted for the purpose of inserting the 
words “ named by him as having.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I accept that 
Amendment. 


Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
mend agreed to. 


Mr. DILLON: I propose to move 
an Amendment, if in order in doing 
so, to omit in line 6 the words after 
thereupon ” to the end, for the purpose 
of inserting, “ be suspended from the ser- 
vice of the House for such period as the 
House may determine.” I have not 
much hope of securing acceptance of this 
Amendment, but I do wish, before dealing 
with the proposed new Standing Order 
as a whole, to raise the issue in a clear 
and simple form as to whether you 
are going to put into the hands of any 
official the power to suspend a Member 
and practically disfranchise a constituency 
for possibly the greater part of a session. 
My proposal is that, the Speaker having 
reported to the House that certain 
Members have been named by him -as 
having declined to act on his direction, 
and that force is necessary to compel 
them to do so, the House may _ pro- 
ceed to deal with them as to the House 
seems best. I know that this will be 
open to the old objection that debate will 
ensue, and time be consumed. But | 
think if we are going to deal with five or 
six Members we should have a debate. 
It is, however, perfectly easy to amend 
the Amendment. The course of proceed- 
ing would then be, that the Leader of the 
House, having all the circumstances of the 
ease in his mind, would report to the 
House on the report of the Speaker, and 
move a motion to suspend the Members 
for one month or six months. Consider 
what you are asking. It is to put into 
the hands of the Speaker a most un- 
reasonable power; for, mark, towards 
the close of the session the punishment 
would be no punishment at all, but a farce. 
At the beginning of the session, however, 
there would be no alternative but to 
suspend for the whole of the session. I 
want to leave it to the House to assign 
the amount of the punishment, and I 
am prepared to accept an Amendment 
on my Amendment that the question 
should be put to the House for accept- 
ance without debate. 


Ur. Blake. 


{COMMONS} 
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Amendment proposed to the pro- 
posed Amendment, as amended, in 
line 6, to leave out from the word “ there- 
upon ” to the end of the proposed Amend- 
ment, as amended, in order to add the 
words, “ be suspended from the service of 
the House for such period as the Honse 
may determine.”—(Wr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘and without further Question put’ stand 
part of the proposed Amendment, as 
amended.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman has put his Amendment 
before the House in two alternative forms. 
Under the first form, which was that put 
from the Chair, the House is to decide 
after debate on the length of the sentence 
of deprivation ; but the hon. Member 
suggests another form, in which the rule 
would still be one of summary juris- 
diction. As to the first form, the very 
fact that it permits debate would entirely 
destroy the value of the rule. It is abso- 
lutely necessary that there should be no 
debate. The rule must remain an 
addition to the summary jurisdiction of 
the House. The alternative form is open 
to this vital objection, which perhaps 
no one feels so keenly as I do. The idea 
is that the Leader of the House is to 
propose that ‘* Mr. and 
“Mr. So-and-so ” should be deprived of 
the right of sitting in the House for one. 
two, three, or four months, according to 
the sweet will of the Leader of the House, 
and that that proposition is to be imme- 
diately decided by the House without 
debate. I have been called a great many 
hard names in the course of the debate ; 
and I may be the tyrant which I have 
been represented ; but I can assure the 
House that my appetite for absolute 
power would be surteited long before | 
would consent to exercise the jurisdiction 
with which the hon. Member wishes to 
entrust me. Imagine the Leader of the 
House having to make, on the spur of the 
moment, a rough estimate of the relative 
wickedness of a number of Gentlemen, 
and proposing rapidly to the House 
punishments corresponding to the scale 
of wickedness. Imagine also the position 
of the House having to vote “ Aye” or 
“No,” without debate or deliberation, 


So-and so *y 


on the proposal of the Leader of the 
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House. 
of the hon. Member admissible, and I 


hope the hon. Gentleman will not perse- 
vere with it. 


*Mr. BLAKE: The hon. Gentleman 
has pointed out a difficulty attending 
summary jurisdiction in the exercise of a 
discretion as to what punishment should 
be imposed, whether for one, two, three, 
or four months. I wish to point out 
the bearing of these difficulties in the 
plan which he himself has proposed to 
the House. He suggests with all the 
weight of his authority that the punish- 
ment should always be the extreme 
punishment. Under the rule the 
Member is to be suspended for the 
longest period for which you can sus- 
pend him at all. The very worst is to 
bedone. And the opportunity of making 
that worst a little less, and of thus making 
the punishment a little more propor- 
tionate to the case, is what the hon. 
Gentleman now rejects, because his emo- 
tions will not permit him to discharge 
that pleasing duty. 


*Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam): The supporters of this Amend- 
ment forget another fatal objection, 
namely, that it would involve the taking 
of another division, and they ignore the 
fact that the proceedings of the other 
night prove that it might be made physi- 
cally and materially impossible to take 
adivision at all. Unless that is provided 
against we shall play into the hands of 
those who organised these proceedings. 
(‘Withdraw !”] I fully accept the 
statement of the hon. Member for 
Waterford that the proceedings — of 
the other night were not orga- 
nised, but after that experience _ it 
would be madness to assume that no 
such proceedings would ever be organised 
in the future. In making provision 
against such an occurrence the Govern- 
ment are doing no more than their duty. 
We must be ready for the same kind of 
thing being repeated, and any kind of 
tule which makes it possible for Members 
to make a division physically impossible 
will fail in its object. The desire of the 
hon. Gentleman is quite clear. He 
wants to have some differentiation made 
between offences varying in character. 
But the rule does that already. In any 
case there is an equally good way of 
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obtaining the same object. If the rule 
provided that there should be this in- 
stantaneous and automatic suspension 
until the pleasure of the House was 
further known, the same object would 
be attained. But the rule as it stands 
secures that object, because there is 
nothing whatever to prevent the House 
from voting the suspension of any of its 
Standing Orders. The essential thing is 
that the House should remain master ot 
the time and manner of taking any 
proceedings in the direction of clemency. 


Order No. 21. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, 
St. Alban’s): The right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition said that 
the question of time would be one of the 
matters which would lead to great dif- 
ference of opinion, and I imagine that 
the Amendment we are now discussing 
is moved because it is supposed that the 
proposal of the First Lord is too severe. 
But circumstances may easily occur in 
which it will not be severe enough. It 
such an offence as this rule is aimed at 
should come at the end of the session, the 
punishment proposed will be practically 
nil. I quite agree with the hon. Member 
for East Mayo that this is not a question 
of punishment at all. It is a question 
of protecting the House from breaches 
of its rules. It is essential that we should 
so protect it, and all who have heard the 
speeches of the hon. Members for Water- 
ford and East Mayo must see that they 
do not hold out any hope of our not 
having in the future such scenes as we 
have had in the past, but, on the contrary, 
they plainly threaten a repetition of those 
occurrences. I consider that it is a 
question not so much of the individuals 
who make these disturbances, as of the 
constituencies who return men to this 
House who are unable to conduct them- 
selves properly ; they should be taught 
by experience that this House will not 
tolerate such scenes, and they should 
have the opportunity of thinking over 
the matter until another Parliament has 
assembled, so that they can then select 
men who are more fit to occupy positions 
as Members of this House than those who 
have so disgraced themselves. This ques- 


tion has nothing whatever to do with 
whether the First Lord acted in a grossly 
tyrannical manner—[Cries of ‘* Order, 
order !”)} 
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*Mr. SPEAKER : 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS: 
was going beyond the scope of the Amend- | 
ment, but I could not hear your words, | 
Sir, in consequence of the uproar. | 


Amendinent of Standing 


Order, order! 
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does not mark with sufficient sey erity its 


| sense of what has taken place, it will lose 
I imagine I its position in the eyes of the country, 


| tion, 


| On that ground I think the Gov ernment, 
| if they make any alteration in the resolu. 
should make it in the direction of 


consider that the time allotted under this | increased sev erity rather than of le niency, 


Standing Order may be far too short | 
This is a most serious 
credit 
lf the 


instead of too long. 
question, involving the 
House in the country. 
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Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Are hdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, _ Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, ¢ ‘elonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj KR(Christeburch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry,Sir Francis T.( Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, RtHn.SirM. H.( Bristol) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bell. Richard 

Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Col. 
solton. Thomas Dolling 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, T.Gibson( King’sLynn) 


Henry 


Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brassey, mag 

are k, . Hon. St. John 
Brook tiel« i ‘ol. Montagu 


Brown, Alexander H. (Shrop. 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

3ull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 

nae ——7 Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 


of the) 
House | 79. 


AYES. 


Carlile, William Walter 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh. ) 
Cawley, Frederick. 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.( Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen (Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. Ti. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Conen, Renjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colom»,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Charles E. H. Athole 
Colville, John 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Frederick Lueas 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-shire 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph ( 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Duncan, James H. 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Kt. Hn. William Hart 
Edwards, Frank 

Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Faber, George Denison 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 


The House divided : 
(Division List No. 


Question put. 


—Ayes, 413 ; 
13.) 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, RK. C. M. (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir (Mane'r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir Vi. (London Univ.) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs ,HnA.G.H.(CityofLond, 
Gibbs, Hn. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Gladstone Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, HnJ. E.( Elein& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon,MajEvans-(‘T’rH'ml'ts 
Gore, Hon. F. S. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen Hon. George J. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. LD). (Wednesbury) 
Greene, SirE W(BryS Edim’nds 
Greene, H. D (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hall, Edward Marsha!l 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry 
Harcourt, Rt Hon. Sir William 
Hardy ,Laurence(Kent,Ashfrd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, F. Leverton(‘Tynem’th 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
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Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hayter,Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, James(Staffords.N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Edw Brodie( Hampstead 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol,E. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hope,J. (Sheftield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, CaptJ.(Kent,Favers. 
Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. WmLawies 
Jetiveys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jolinstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col W.(Salop 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Kinloch, Sir John G. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrww Bonar 
Lawrences, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H 
Lee,Capt A H( Hants. Fareham 
Leese, Sir J. F. ( Aecrington) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower,F rederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, RtHn Walter ( Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 
M‘Crae, George 
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M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. ) 


M‘killop, James (Stirlingshire 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners. Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, HnW.F. 


' Mather, William 


Maxwell, RtHnSirHE (Wigt’n 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milner, Rt. Hn. SirFrederickG. 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward Col. Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore. William (Antrim, N.) 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morgan, J.I.loyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnAGraham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Palmer,George Wm. (Reading) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wimhobert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 

Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, Johns. 

Rankin, Sir John 

Rasch, Major Frederick Carne 
Ratclitfe, K. F. 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
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Richards, Henry Charles 
tickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Staly bridge 
Ritchie, Kt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
tobertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
topner, Colonel Robert 
found, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Sadler Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8.(Limehouse) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Edw. 3 
Scott, Sir 8.(Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, CharlesHilton(Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, CaptJ olin( Forfarshire 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC( North’ mbTyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smita, Samuel (Flint) 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn CR( Northants 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas( Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stevenson, Francis 5. 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir JohnM. 
Stuck, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talvot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Uni. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan.Gow r 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tuinell, Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John L. (Leeds, 5.) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warner, ‘Thomas C. T. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Webb, Col. Wiiliam George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(T’unt’n 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Whiteley, Geo. (York, W. R.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
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Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHnJ. Powell-( Bir. 
Willox, Sir Johu Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, F.W. (Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick George H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dillon, Jolin 

Dnitty, William |J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Hammond, John 


HUGH 


Lorp CECIL 


Perhaps I ought to apologise, 


such junior standing 
the House, 
ment of so much 


Amendment of Standing 


for introducing an 


{COMMONS} 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.,N. 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.(Yorks. ) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T(Huddersf'd 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


NOES. 


Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTy«vil 
Harrington, Timothy 

H: ayden, Joh Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon, Chas. H. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyee, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Laktouchere, Henry 
Lioyd-George, David } 
Lough, Thomas 

MacDonneli, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, J 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O'Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
(Brien, Kk. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
(Donnell, Jotbn (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
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Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Comm: under (Berks .E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AygEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon,N,) 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shanghnessy, Ee: 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
teddy, 

Redm: nd, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tully, Jasper 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York,W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, ——| (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, Janes He nry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien and 
Mr. Haviland-Burke. 


(Greenwich): it arise under the Amendment of the 
being of Standing Order which has been  pro- 
and experience in posed 


discussion of a question which is neces- 
sarily so delicate and in my opinion of 
the utmost gravity. I only venture to 
do so because my feeling in the matter 
is a very strong one, and if there be, 
as doubtless there may be, Members of 
longer standing who are inclined to 
criticise my action, | hope | may mitigate 
their ill opinion by the studied modera- 
tion which I desire to display. ! have 
listened with great interest to the greater 
number of the speeches delivered in 
this debate, and I think only that of the 
hon. Member for the Mansfield Division 
reflected the view I am anxious to urge 
upon the House. What is the feeling of 
the great body of sober and well-judging 
people in this country about violent 
disorder? I am not speaking of the 


past, I do not desire to speak of the past, 
I am speaking of the future—the dis- 
order that has to be dealt with should 


Amend- I am satisfied that the great body of 
importance in the sober, well-judging people of the com- 
munity, who are, let us not forget, the 


entertain 
against violent 


true governors of the country, 
feelings of repugnance 
disorder which are not to be described 
by milder terms than abhorrence and 
contempt. If this House as a body were 
to show itself unable to deal with that 
kind of disorder, it would pass away as a 
body enjoying any moral authority, it 
would cease to be what the House of 


Commons has been in the past. I will 
not dilate at any length on the moral 
authority of the House of Commons. 


I will only submit two aspects of it. 
We hear often of the infringement of the 
rights of private Members, and it cannot 
be denied that there is going on a transfer 
of political power from the House of 
Commons to the Cabinet. I am_ not 
thinking of this Cabinet or of that, but of 
the Cabinet as an institution. The Cabinet 
is apparently an institution which is grow- 
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countrymen; it is the House of Com- 
mons which is apparently losing it. Why 
js it that appeals for the rights of private 
Members fall, outside the walls of thts 
House, on deaf ears? Why is it that 
nobody cares outside these walls about 
the rights of private Members? Be- 
cause there is a deep-seated feeling that 
the House is an institution which has 
ceased to have much authority or much 
repute, and that when a better institu- 
tion, represented by the Cabinet, en- 
eroaches upon the rights of a worse one, 
it is a matter of small concern to the 
country. But there is another institu- 
tio in the country which the Members 
of the Opposition are accustomed to 
regard with great jealousy—I mean the 
House of Lords. Hon. Members oppo- 
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site are accustomed playfully sometimes | 
to remind us that, whereas we employ | 


the closure or encroach on their rights 
now when we are in a majority, we will 
suffer when we are in a minority. | 
will venture to address a similar argu- 
ment to them. The time may come 
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ing in influence and in repute with thetr ' hon. Gentlemen opposite perhaps more 
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than anyone else, if they do not make 
a stand against that disorder which 
must destroy an institution in the esteem 
of the country. It may be said that the 
Amendment I intend to propose is of a 
more drastic character—that it mili- 
tatcs against legitimate opposition, or 
might be used improperly against those 
who oppose a measure, perhaps with 


some extravagance, but still sub- 
stantially fairly and properly. Let 
me remind the House of the most 


celebrated opposition of recent times— 
that to the Home Rule Bill. It may 
be held by hon. Gentlemen opposite that 
that Opposition was unreasonably, ob- 
structively conducted, but in no solitary 
ease did any of those who were opposing 
the Home Rule Bill come in conflict with 
the Chair. In the last Parliament the 
Voluntary Schools Bill was vehemently 
opposed, but no Member was suspended 


|during the proceedings upon it. On 
the Agricultural Rating Bill it is true 


when hon. Gentlemen opposite will be 


ina majority and they may be anxious 
to rally popular support in a contest or 
dispute with the House of Lords. In 
such a case, of course, the active matter 
in dispute is of great importance, but 
there is also the element of the moral 
authority of the two Assemblies 
that are in conflict. Is the moral 
authority of the House of Commons 
growing stronger as against 
of the House of Lords? I would 
remind the House how the House of 
Lords was employed on Tuesday evening. 
There was a debate in which men of 
great eminence took part. 
sharp divisions of opinion and even sharp 
criticisms. but they were expressed with 
the utmost dignity and decorum—attri- 
butes which the great body of English 
people admire and expect in a Senate. 


Mr. DILLON : They have no closure. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: The issue is of 
the greatest possible importance. If 
this House fails in moral authority, the 
whole balance of the Constitution is 
upset. If it decays, another set of insti- 
tutions will take its place which we 
may live to regret, and hon. and right 


There were | 


that | 





that during an all-night sitting a large 
number of Members were suspended. 
But these cases would be beyond the 
scope of and would not be affected by 
the Amendment. The Standing Order 
as framed is not adequate to the gravity 
of the occasion in my view.  Sus- 
pension is a remedy which varies in 
effect with the period of the session in 


which it is imposed. At the present 
time it would be very severe, later 
in the year less severe, and in 


July hardly a penalty at all. So it is 
not a good remedy. Violent conduct in 
the House is not only an offence against 
Parliamentary orders and manners, 
but an offence against the ordinary 
law of the land ; it is a criminal offence. 
If the violence were done in the street 
those who committed it would suffer 
imprisonment. Why should violencewhen 
it is aggravated by a gross Parliamen- 
tary offence be more leniently treated 
here? Sober, well-judging people do 
not draw a distinction between Members 
of Parliament and other persons ; if 
they do, it is to expect a higher degree 
of morality and orderliness from their 
legislators. ““ Why,” they ask, “if a 
Member of Parliament is violent and 
assaults those acting in the execution 
of their duty, should he not be punished 
with the imprisonment which would 
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overtake one of ourselves ?”’ 
the punishment of imprisonment will 
express our indignation against the 
offence, and that is one of the great 
objects of punishment. 

Sir, I will end as I began, by appeal- 
ing to the opinion of the community. 
In our country the constitution is not 
written in a document. It is not 
amended by formal legislation. It grows 
in one direction or another. It is hardly 
possible for an observer to trace its 
growth, <A custom grows up one hardly 
knows how, and there is a change. 
Be sure of it, that if we neglect disorder 
it will gain a hold on the House, and 
the usefulness and power of the House 
will be gone never to return. Though 
we have conducted ourselves in a light 
vein, we are engaged in the gravest 
constitutional question which has been 
before us since the Home Rule Bill. 
It goes to the vitals of the Constitution. 
I have no scruple in moving that im- 
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prisonment should be assigned for the : 


offence of violent misconduct. _Imprison- 
ment for such an offence in the House is 
not unknown. It was formerly the 
chief punishment for disorderly conduct 
in the House. On Tuesday night it 
would have been perfectly lawful for 
the Speaker to have committed every 
Member who was then guilty of disorderly 
conduct. What I am proposing is that 
the authority of the Chair, which may 
be exercised under the order of the 
House, should be exercised without the 
order of the House. A more constitu- 
tional proposal could not be made. I 
beg to move the Amendment of which I 
have given notice. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

“Tn line 6, after the word ‘put,’ to insert 
the words ‘shall be committed to prison until 


the further order of the House, and shall.’ 
(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 


(Juestion proposed, * That those words 
he there inserted in the proposed Amend- 
ment, as amended.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My noble 
friend has moved an Amendment and 
he has made a speech. | draw a dis- 
tinction between the speech and the 
Amendment. With the great body of 
the speech I agree. | thought his 


Lovd Hugh Cecil. 


{COMMONS} 
I think | 


, the necessities 


Order No. 21. 


speech an impressive statement of 
fact. I think many of the dangers 
which he has signalised are real 
dangers. I think it is true that jf 
this House is to retain, as I believe 
it still retains, the great position 
which it occupies of authority in the 
country, it can only do so by seeing that 
its rules are respected and that order 
prevails within its walls. I do not go 
into certain aspects of the question 
brought forward by my noble friend, 
He travelled into far regions. I feel 
that I could not with advantage, on 
the present occasion, follow him into 
the respective developments to which he 
referred of Cabinets and Parliament in 
the way of a balance, or the growing or 
waning influence of the House of Lords 
and the House of Commons. These are 
considerations which lead far beyond 
of the occasion, but they 
were not out of place in the speech of 
my noble friend, because he desired to 
present his own strong and earnest con- 
victions of the vital interests with which 
we have got to deal discussing the 
Amendment of the Standing Order now 
before the House. Therefore, though | 
cannot comment adequately in the space 
of a speech on his proposal, with the 
general trend of his argument I have 
no particular desire to quarrel ; but 
when I look into his speech I find a lack 
of cohesion, a certain want of rigid 
political logic, between the means and 
the ends. Though the ends aimed at 
by my noble friend are excellent, the 
means are not, [ think, likely to achieve 
them. My noble friend took objection 
to our proposal on the ground that the 
punishment to be meted out will diminish 
as the session goes on, so that towards 
the end the punishment would be very 
small. My noble friend forgot to notice 
that that ‘objection—and I think it is « 
weakness in the Standing Order- 
attaches as much to the Standing Order 
as it stands as it attaches to the Standing 
Order proposed by us. My noble friend 
is under the impression that a Member 
in prison towards the end of the session 
would not be released when the proroga- 
tion arrives. 
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short 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: Even a 


period of imprisonment would be an 


improvement. 
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Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : ' privilege? Is it to be brought forward, 


Send for two resident magistrates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My noble 
friend does not quite follow me. I was 
not touching on that part of his speech 
in which he seemed to indicate that the 
punishment we propose would be un- 
equal. I was arguing that our punish- 
ment was unequal, and that the inequality 
attaches both to imprisonment by the 
House and to suspension. | leave that 
argument, because | understand my 
noble friend now abandons it. I am 
not at all sure that there may not be cases 
of disorder and violent acts for which the 
punishment provided would be totally 
inadequate ; but remember we are deal- 
ing with a summary and automatic 
procedure, and that in dealing with that 
procedure it is essential that the punish- 
ment should not go beyond a certain 
amount. Now, Sir, let it be noticed that 
the House maintains all the powers it at 
present possesses. Nothing in this rule 
affects the existing powers, but it 
strengthens the action of the House in 
ordering suspension for the session. It 
is open to the House to amend the rule 
and inflict severe punishment. It is also 
conceivable—I trust it is only conceivable, 
not probable, not measurably probable— 
that criminal proceedings might have to 
be taken against a Member of this House. 
After all, the immunities of this House 
do not extend to committing with im- 
punity a crime in this House which out of 
itwould bea punishable crime. But when 
my noble friend suggests that as part 
of an ordinary rule we should have this 
procedure, let me call the attention of the 
House to a few considerations. I gather 
that he feels that imprisonment is not a 
punishment that ean be inflicted without 
the power of revision by the House. 
How would that work in practice ? 
Let us suppose for the sake of argument 
that a deplorable scene, similar to that of 
last Tuesday night, again took place. If 
this rule were passed, the Members who 
were guilty of taking part in that scene 
would be at once sent to prison. For 
the rest of the session the question would 
always be arising, Is the House to release 
them or is it not to release them ? How 
is that question to be decided? Is any 
Member to have the power of raising the 


question when he likes as a question of | part, I feel quite clear that the House, in 
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let me say, by the hon. Member for Water- 
ford whenever he thinks his friends have 
been sufficiently long in prison? Is he to 
have the right to say to the House that 
the sentence should be brought to an 
end? If it does not rest with individual 
Members, is it to rest with the Govern- 
ment ? If it is to rest with the Govern- 
ment, I have to say to my noble friend 
that we cannot take upon ourselves this 
duty of considering and reconsidering 
how long the sentence ought to be of 
any Gentleman who has been imprisoned 
by the House. It is not a fair responsi- 
bility to put upon the Government. It 
is not a responsibility which, as part of 
the ordinary procedure, I should recom- 
mend the House to adopt, and it is ineon- 
sistent with the automatic and summary 
character of the whole of these pro- 
ceedings. | therefore think that the 
machinery my noble friend proposes is 
open to the gravest objections. There is 
another objection. My noble friend 
regards imprisonment as a very severe 
punishment. | have known cases where 
a great deal of cheap martyrdom has been 
derived from imprisonment. 

Mr. DILLON: The Jameson case. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | have known 
cases Where a great deal of cheap martyr- 
dom was very easily obtained by con- 
finement as a first-class misdemeanant, 
and of course it is only as a first-class 
misdemeanant that this House has the 
power to confine anybody. And there 
have been those who have been cynical 
enough to suggest that a time might 
come when, as part of a conspiracy to 
excite sympathy outside the walls of this 
House—outside, perhaps, even the four 
corners of the United Kingdom—there 
might be a scene got up within the pre- 
cincts of the House. | cannot imagine, 
if such a scene were got up with this 
dramatic intention, how that intention 
could be more admirably fulfilled than by 
committing to prison as first-class mis- 
demeanants those who took part in that 
conspiracy, let me say, for a week at the 
end of the session. I strongly urge my 
noble friend to consider whether his own 
view would be furthered were we to 
accept his Amendment. For my .own 
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adopting this rapid, ready system of 
administering justice and meting out 
punishment, would be very ill-advised if it 
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my part, I believe with a distinguished 
Member of the Conservative party now 
gone—Sir Stafford Northcote—that the 


were to inflict a sentence, possibly per-| greatest security for the decorum and 
fectly proper in itself, but which would | dignity of this House is the placing of the 
only be proper after all the precautions of | fullest responsibility on the Members of 
an elaborate trial. When | add to these | the House, and that the more you apply 


considerations the fact that imprison- 
ment itself may be a punishment more | 
in appearance than in reality, and that it | 


may call forth a stream of sympathy 
with the offender to which he is not 
entitled, I think all these considerations 
taken in their cumulative effect make 
a conclusive case against the proposal of 
my noble friend. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N.W.): I cannot help feeling a certain 
measure of respect for the manner in 
which the noble Lord, a new Member 
of this House, has lectured this ancient 
assembly. The House of Commons has 
become democratised, and there are hon. 
Members in it of all classes. It is the 
fashion of the class to which the noble 


Lord belongs to speak in somewhat super- | 


cilious contempt of the democratised 
House of Commons. But the noble Lord 
will permit me to say that through the 
vast multiplicity and complexity of the 
duties of Parliament there has been a 
tendency in recent vears to concentrate 
power in the hands of Ministers, and to 
trench on the reasonable rights of private 
Members. 
up among Members—at any rate, among 
thoughtful Members—the opinion that 
the abstraction of the time of the House of 
Commons by the Government is ap- 
proaching something of the nature of a 
public scandal, which will have to be 
resisted at no distant date by very definite 


There is none the less growing | 


at heart. 


| restrictions and punishments the greater 
will undoubtedly be the sense of weak- 
ened responsibility, and the greater the 
risk of confusion. Does the noble Lord 
really suppose that he is going to raise 
‘the standard of honour and dignity of 
this House, and increase the sense of self- 
respect of its Members, by keeping perma- 
nently—or more or less permanently— 
a considerable contingent of its Members 
in prison? The idea is as fantastic as it 
is absurd. Further, let me ask the 
| noble Lord not to test this question by 
his own fastidious notions of what im- 
| prisonment may mean. Does he suppose 
| that the Irish Members are likely to be 
deterred from doing what they believe, 
rightly or wrongly, to be their duty by 
imprisonment ? On the contrary, it 
would be an additional incentive. It 
would not be from any desire for cheap 
martyrdom, as the First Lord of the 
Treasury cynically observed. It would 
be from a desire to show that they are 
willing, in spite of any dangers and 
penalties, to serve what they conceive 
to be the interests of their country. In 
conclusion, I desire to Say that | have 
at heart, as much as any hon. Membe: 
opposite the’maintenance of the decorum 
and dignity of this House. I will go 
further, and say that I believe that the 
bulk of the Irish Members have the 
honour and dignity of the House equally 
[Laughter.] Hon. Members 
may laugh, but I cannot forget—having 


action on the part of private Members. | been a long time in this House—that 
Although I have been fifteen years in the | there was no man more jealous of main- 
House, I have never ventured to touch | taining proper discipline among the 
on questions of procedure previously, | Irish party than the late Mr. Parnell. 
because | thought that such matters| He resorted to obstruction, but never 


should more properly be relegated to the 
care and discretion of the experienced 
and older Members. 

| approach this subject with the 
greatest reluctance, but with reference 
to the Amendment of the noble Lord 
I may say at the outset that I do not 
think he has given due consideration 
to the practical effect of the operation 
of any such rule as he suggests. For 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 


‘judgment, been ever inflicted 


did he tolerate, encourage, or permit 


jany deviation from the strict course of 


gentlemanly, honourable, and Parlia- 
mentary conduct. That is a view which 
I know will be shared by the older Mem- 
bers of the House. I consider that no 
greater stain or slur has, in my humble 
on the 


House of Commens—and I fully asso- 


ciate myself with what has been said by 
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the Leader of the Opposition on the 
subject—than when it was invaded, no 
doubt in obedience to proper authority, 
by the police. By all means maintain 
the dignity and prestige of this House ; 
but I for one believe that that object can 
best be secured by increasing and not 
by diminishing the sense of individual 
responsibility. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: I do not think 
this is an occasion on which I can usefully 
serve any purpose by dividing the House 
against the Government. I would there- 
fore ask to be allowed to withdraw my 
Amendment. [Cries of * No.”’| 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: ‘The 
noble Lord having introduced this start- 
ling proposition ought certainly to 
allow the Members of the House to have 
the advantage of discussing it at some 
reasonable length. The noble Lord seems 
to have been greatly influenced in his 
decision by the speech of his relative the 
First Lord of the Treasury. I am sure 
the right hon. Gentleman must wish 
that all his speeches would have an 
equally ready effect on all Members of 
the House. But as the noble Lord has 
been kind enough to propose that cer- 
tain Irish Members should be sent to 
prison because they perform what they 
conceive to be their duty in this House, 
I think he will admit that it is reason- 
able that Irish Members should be 
allowed to say a few words on the 
subject. Personally I should not have 
intervened in the debate were it not for 
what I undoubtedly thought was a rather 
ill-natured remark which fell from the 
First Lord of the Treasury on the ques- 
tion of imprisonment. He spoke of having 
some knowledge of cases—where they oc- 
curred he did not say, but we all know 
where he was alluding to—— 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not in Ire- 
land. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 
right hon. Gentleman now says that these 
cases were not in Ireland, and I am 
very glad to have that disclaimer, because 
I and a number of other Irish Mem- 
bers suffered imprisonment under the 
right hon. Gentleman’s rule in Ireland, 
and the hard labour we had to perform, 


XC. | FoURTH SERIEs. | 


V( yL 


{7 Marcu 1901} 


Order No. 21. 926 


and the bread-and-water diet to which we 
were subjected, ought, at least, to have 
protected us from the cheap taunts of 
the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I was not 
thinking of anything that occurred in 
Ireland. The casés which I had in mind 
were not Irish but English cases, and 
cases of first-class misdemeanants. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : J at once 
accept the disclaimer of the right hon. 
Gentleman, but it does not altogether 
impress me, because the right hon. 
Gentleman knows what a number of 
Irish Members suffered in the way of im- 
prisonment for doing what they con- 
sidered to be their duty. 

Now the noble Lord is really very hard 
to please. We know that the historical 
records of his noble house are stern and 
grim records in many respects, but surely 
he might have allowed the Irish Mem- 
bers to carry out what they conceive 
to be their duty in this House with- 
out subjecting them to imprisonment. 
What does the noble Lord mean? He 
belongs to a great family, which domi- 
nates every single great Department of 
the State—the Admiralty, the War Office, 
and the Foreign Office—and now it 
appears that nothing will satisfy him 
except to put everyone in prison who 
does not agree with him. All I can 
say is, that if this proposition is carried 
out it will not in the slightest degree 
deter any Irish Member from acting in 
the way he considers he ought to act, 
and further, I believe that there is not 
a single hon. Member in this House who 
imagines that there is any Irish Member 
who would be deterred by the paltry 
threat of a few months imprisonment 
from doing what he conceived to be his 
duty. A more outrageous and, at the 
same time, a more ludicrous proposal 
was never heard in this House. The 
noble Lord spoke at some length of 
public opinion and its effect on this 
House and on the House of Lords. 
I think his proposal to-night shows to 
some extent the state of abject panic into 
which public opinion in this country 
has allowed itself to drift in connection 
with the proceedings of Tuesday last. 
We hear of good feeling having been out- 
raged, and of acts having been committed 
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within the House which would not have 
been tolerated outside it. 
were committed by the Irish Members, it 
was to protest against what would be pro- 


tested against by every portion of the | 


community, against what I would call 
little short of the robbery of the taxpayers 
by imposing millions on millions of taxa- 
tion at one sitting, without allowing a 
single representative from Ireland to say 
a word as to whether he thought that 
the taxation was to be expended justly 
or not. We are entitled also, in con- 
sidering this Amendment. to consider the 
causes which led up to the scene which 
took place. I say that if a fair limit 
of time had been allowed for discussion 
no scene would have taken place, and I 
tell the noble Lord that there is no Legis- 
lature in Europe—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question betore the House is whether 
imprisonment should be ordered. The 
the disorder last Tuesday 
cannot be gone into. 


causes of 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I have 
no desire to stray in the slightest degree 
from what is appropriate to this Amend- 
ment. but I thought I was entitled to 
answer the noble Lord and the references 
he made. I will pass from the subject 
by saying that there is not one of these 
legislatures which would have tolerated 
the closure which took place in this 
House. ‘The Lord referred at 
length to the House of Lords. Some 
hon. Members seemed to think that that 
was not altogether relevanttothis Amend- 
ment, but I should think that on a ques- 
tion of imprisoninent a reference to the 
House of Lords would be always quite 
in order, for it is a proposal that might 
be more reasonably looked tor from the 
House of Lords than from the demo- 
eratice House of Commons of Great 
Britain. The noble Lord has not gone 
far enough. and | submit to him that 
instead of withdrawing this Amendment 
he should do what [ have no doubt he 
would like to do. what | have no doubt 
many Members opposite would like to do, 
and what I know their forefathers did 
in days gone by with the Irish people's 
representatives, and that is to eut this 
matter short by making a rule that hon. 
Members who may disobey under any 


Mr. William Redinond, 


noble 
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| circumstances shall be committed not to 
prison, but to the Tower of London and 
forthwith decapitated. 


CoLONEL NOLAN (Louth, 8S.) said that 

such an Amendment as they were now 
discussing should, he fancied, have come 
‘from those responsible for the conduct 
of the business of the House, and not 
from so close a connection of the head of 
the Government. The noble Lord who 
'moved the Amendment was treading 
on somewhat dangerous ground. The 
hon. and gallant Member did not for a 
moment say that disobedience to the 
orders of the Chair was not a serious 
offence, but the punishment that had 
been proposed by the Government was 
political and it was very severe, for the 
suspension of a Member for possibly six 
months practically meant the disfranchise- 
ment of the constituency. But that was 
not a personal punishment. It was re- 
served for a near relative of the Prime 
Minister to propose for the first time in 
that House that a period of imprisonment 
should be given. He hoped that most of 
the hon. Members, even on the other 
side of the House, would not try to push 
their opponents too hard. He hoped 
they would not thirst for, he would not 
Say the blood, but for the imprisonment 
ot offending Members. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Although 
the noble Lord the Member for Green 
wieh has asked leave to withdraw _ his 
Ainendment, still he has presented an 
exceedingly grave issue to the House. 
and has done good service by proposing 
the Amendment. He is the only hon. 
Member who seems to appreciate in full 
the gravity of the situation. It is true 
that his view is different from that of his 
relative the First Lord of the Treasury. 
He proposes that the Member guilty of 
the offence should be punished; the 
Leader of the House proposes that the 
constituency should be punished. Of the 
two, I must say that I think the noble 
Lord the more logical. At the 
time he has presented an exceedingly 
important issue, not merely to the House 
but to the country. The noble Lord says 
there is a decline in the influence and 
authority of the House of Commons. 
He might have gone further, and said 
that that decline was contemporaneous 
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with the two Unionist Governments 
which have been in power. This is really 
a very important matter. I think the 
House of Commons will pause even at 
this hour and consider really whether 
either the noble Lord or the First Lord 
of the Treasury has hit upon the real 
cause. The noble Lord says that certain 
disorderly Members must be punished. 
He says that the Amendment proposed 
by the First Lord of the Treasury is 
inadequate. I say it is not merely in- 
adequate, but it is absolutely irrelevant 
to the cause of the whole disturbance. 
Let me take the three cases instanced 
by the noble Lord. and they are most 
singular cases. The first case was the 
Education Bill. Let us examine that for 
a moment, and the House of Commons 
can easily discover who is at the bottom 
of this decline in its authority. What 
was done in the case of the Voluntary 
Schools Bill? A Bill was introduced of 
a most important character, which 
created a perfect revolution in the educa- 
tional machinery of this country. It 
proposed to hand over to the ecclesias- 
tical authorities the management of half 
the schools of the Kingdom, and what 
did the First Lord of the Treasury do ¢ 
He came down and said he would carry 
the Bill. He would listen to no Amend 
ment, not a single comma was to be dis- 
turbed. The House of Commons was 
not allowed to deliberate and criticise. 
It had nothing to do but to register the 
decision of the First Lord, who himself 
did not understand the Bill. All I can 
say is that this is reducing the business 
of this House to a farce. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The noble Lord re- 
ferred to two or three cases in which 
there was great feeling. That does not 
entitle the hon. Member to discuss the 
merits of the Bills. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I was simply 
going to point out that the Amendment 
of the noble Lord had nothing whatever 
to do with the cause of disorder. The 
cause of disorder is not to be found in any- 
thing he referred to. The same thing 
applies to the Agricultural Rating Bill, 
which is another of the cases he referred 
to. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said it would not be in 
order to discuss the merits of the Bill. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Then I shall 


be in the position of not being allowed to 
substantiate what I have stated. As long 
as it is perfectly understood that I shall 
not be in order in pursuing that matter, 
I shall not carry that further. There 
lis the last illustration, which I think 
will be absolutely relevant. The noble 
Lord said they had there the gravest 
constitutional question of modern times, 
but there was no conflict with the autho- 
rity of the Chair. The noble Lord has 
not acquainted himself with the history 
of that particular transaction. I have 
just been consulting Hansard about 
it. An order was given to clear the 
House for a division, which is exactly 
analogous to the present case—the very 
thing that has precipitated this rule. 
, One Member—and I believe he is a Mem- 
ber who has to-night been denouncing 
the disorderly conduct of the Irish 
Members, who has been saying that 
they are not fit to be Members of 
the House, and should be expelled— 
turned round and said, “ Do not let us 
go out,” and stimulated his colleagues 
around him to acts of disorder. What 
happened in that case? After all, we 
are supposed to be here on a basis of 
equality, but I am not clear that it is 
anything beyond a mere supposition. 
There are hon. Members here from 
Ireland in a permanent minority, be- 
longing to a different race, and with a 
different attitude towards the Imperial 
Parliament. They have not yet been 
reconciled to the Imperial Parliament. 
I think they represent a country which 
has suffered a good deal at the hands 
of the Imperial Parliament. That is 
acknowledged by both parties in the 
House. Nobody denies it, and both 
parties endeavour to effect a remedy, 
each in its own way. I say, in a case of 
that kind it is the business, and it ought 

to be the pleasure, of the Imperial Parlia- 

ment to treat the Irish Members with 

even a greater amount of indulgence 

than Members belonging to other por- 

tions of the United Kingdom. But 

what happened in the case | am refer- 

ring to, when English Tory Members 

of Parliament grossly and openly defied 

the Chair? No one got up and moved 

that Mr. So-and-So be named. The 

First Lord of the Treasury talks very 





\solemnly to us about the dignity and 
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honour of this House. Where was he 
then? He was present. Did he rebuke 
the Members? Did he get up and dis- 
sent—— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman is entirely misrepresenting 
history. He is not stating the facts. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: | beg the 
First Lord’s pardon. I have been ac- 
quainting myself with the history within 
the last few minutes. 1 am_ simply 
giving a case which is strictly analogous— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman is mistaken. I was not in 
the House ; he says I was. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: This case—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! There 
is an Amendment before the House, and 
this detailed discussion with regard to 
the Home Rule Bill is not in order. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I am sorry 
ifin replying to the First Lord’s observa- 
tions I was disorderly, but I think I am 
entitled to reply to the challenge of the 
noble Lord to Members on this side of the 
House by that precedent. He says. 
‘¢This is how we conducted ourselves.” 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: My argument 
was that no one was suspended. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: That is ex- 
actly my point. The only difference 
between the two cases is that nobody 
interferes with English ‘Tory Members ; 
they are not punished; but the First 
Lord makes them Ministers at the first 
opportunity. More than that, there 
was not a single Irish Member sitting 
here on Tuesday night who offered 
violence to anybody. But in this other 
ease the Member for Fulham did that. 


A LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. 
Hayes Fisuer, Fulham): I hope the 
hon. Member will make some approach 
to accuracy. I altogether deny that I 
offered any violence to any Member— 
{An Hon. Memper: We saw you. |— 
until the hon. Member for the Har- 
borough Division came across the floor 
of the House and made an attack upon 
me. 


Mr. Lloyd-Geory s 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Anything that took 


place between the hon. Member for 
Fulham and the hon. Member for the 
Harborough Division is surely not 
germane to the point under discussion. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Of course | 
am sorry if I have travelled beyond the 
point of issue, but I have not travelled 
an inch beyond the precedent set me by 
the noble Lord, and, in justice to an 
absent man who is at present ill, I think ] 
ought to be allowed to say that the hon. 
Member for the Harborough Division 
was not guilty of touching the hon. 
Member for Fulham. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
Whether the hon. Member for Fulham 
or the hon. Member for the Harborough 
Division was the more to blame in a 
transaction which took place in 1893 
has nothing to do with the matter under 
discussion. 


Mr. LLOYD GEORGE: All I say 
is that I congratulate the First Lord of 
the Treasury, who moves this amended 
resolution and approves of the speech but 
not the Amendment of the noble Lord, 
that he has selected as one of those re- 
sponsible for maintaining discipline in 
his party the hon. Member for Fulham. 
There is no reason why the noble Lord 
the Member for Greenwich should be 
ashamed of his Amendment; he has 
presented the case fairly between the two 
parties in the House ; he resorts to the 
good old Tory principle that punitive 
measures are the only ones with which 
to deal with eases of this kind. We say 
that you ought to get at the root of the 
difficulty, and deal with that. The worst 
thing you can do is to peddle with 
these little Amendments of the Standing 
Orders instead of dealing with the 
real evil itself. The fact of the matter is 
this: You will effect nothing by this 
Amendment of the Standing Order. 
You have got to deal with the real difti- 
culty, and that is that you are governing 
a nation against its will. The First Lord 
has referred to the precedents that oc- 
curred during the last five years. But he 
knows very well that during that time 
there was no real Opposition, and the 
precedents that then occurred are of no 
use at all. We have now from Ireland 
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a resuscitation of the Nationalist move- 
ment, and what has disturbed the House 
is, if I may say so, the reappearance of 
the Irish banshee in its midst. We have 
here a motion for imprisoning the Irish 
Members for protesting against the mis- 
management of the business of the House 
by the First Lord of the Treasury, and 
for standing up for the rights of their 
constituents. We are engaged in crush- 
ing out a nationality 6,000 miles away, 
and imagine that we are going to do it in 
a few weeks ; but here we have a nation 
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/man of Committees, and defying his 
‘authority 2? Yet he was never suspended 
even for one hour. I am not saying this 
in any spirit of rancour or bitter recollec- 
tion; the hon. Member was suffering 
‘from strong political excitement— 


Mr. HAYES FISHER: So also was 
the hon. Member himself; He shouted 
out “ Judas Iscariot ! ” 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): But 
he did not get the thirty pieces of silver. 


which has for 700 years protested against | 


your rule. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) : The speech of the noble Lord 
excited in me feelings of astonishment 
und of indignation. He and others have 
spoken of the degradation of this House 
and the gradual diminution of its author- 
ity. Laceept the statement as accurately 
describing the feeling of the world outside 
this Assembly. This degradation was 
partly or largely caused, at least for the 
moment, by the action of some of my hon. 
friends the Members from Ireland, and 
the House has now for nearly an hour 
anda half, with the sanction and approval 
ot the Leader of the House, as the guardian 
of its honour and dignity, been discussing 
the question whether or not the right ot 
Members to exercise their duties in this 
House should subject them to imprison- 
ment. Talk of the degradation of Parlia- 
ment, when the son of the Prime Minister 
—not a young and untried man from 
Ireland, but a Member of this House for 
vears—has the courage, I use the word 
“ courage ’”’ because | wish to be polite, 
to come here and declare that a Member 
of this House because of his nattonality 
should besubject to imprisonment because 
he protests against what he considers 
to be a wrong done to his country! I 
say because of his nationality, because 
some of those who are to night the loudest 
advocates of order and dignity did exactly 
the same thing as the Irish Members did 
on Tuesday night, with this difference, 
that they were rewarded by office, while 
the Irtsh Members were turned out of the 
House. Did I not see the hon. Member 
tor Fulham sit in his seat for twenty or | 
thirty minutes absolutely declining to 
leave the House or join im the division, 


shouting and howling at the then Chair- 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I should have 
thought that tenderness for the political 
reputation and susceptibilities of one 
of his most illustrious colleagues would 
have suggested to the hon. Member that 
it would be just as well not to remind 
the House of that. But I do not find 
fault with hon. Members because under 
violent political excitement they took 
strong action. I do not think the worse 
of any man who holds strong opinions 
and who, when he considers those opinions 
are not fairly treated, expresses his views 
in strong words. My complaint is 
that because they were Englishmen they 
were permitted to do these acts of violence 
and grave political disorder without even 
rebuke from their own leaders or from 
the great and distinguished man who 
held the chair in the House. They 
eseaped all blame whatever. The Speaker 
and that great Leader of the House 
(Mr. Gladstone) took what I believe was 
the right attitude, namely, they turned 
something of a deaf ear and a blind eye 
in that time of grave political excitement, 
instead of degrading the House as it never 
was degraded before, by the introduction 

_of police within the walls of this Chamber. 


Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 
desires to blame my conduct he must do 
it by a substantive motion. The hon. 
Member is now attacking the Chair in 
the most unjustifiable manner. 


Mr. T. P. O; CONNOR: In obedience to 
your ruling, which in the interests of 
Ireland I think it always right to obey, 
I will not pursue that line of argument 
further ; but I trust I may address the 
Leader of the House, and contrast him 
with the Leader of the House at the 
time to which I was referring. The 
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then Leader of the House, who was. 


always in his place, and in that way was 


always able to keep order and good | 


repute, let the incident pass, and the 
result was the violence and high feeling 
were forgotten ina few days. Therefore 
I have justified my statement which I 
made in the case of the noble Lord that 
his Amendment is for the purpose of 
imprisoning Members of this House 
because of their nationality, and not for 
any other purpose. 

The Leader of the House made a 
speech in reply to the speech of the 
noble Lord. I do not wish to suggest 
to the First Lord of the Treasury the 
manner in which he should discharge 
his duties on an occasion like this, but to 
treat seriously this monstrous propo- 
sition, this gross outrage upon the dig- 
nity and honour of this House, as 
if it were a serious proposition ; to dis- 
cuss for twenty-five minutes a proposal 
that Members should be imprisoned 
because they are Irishmen ; to treat a 
speech and an Amendment like that 
seriously, isa reflection upon the dignity 
and the honour of the House. The 
noble Lord the Member for Greenwich 
makes his speeches in good taste as a 
rule, but to-night he has made an almost 
impudent motion. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the House has spoken 
of the cheap martyrdom of imprison- 
ment, but I will tell the House what I 
think of this proposal. The noble Lord 


AYES. 


{COMMONS} 
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says that one of the reasons why the 
authority of the House is going down is 
because the power is passing from the 
House to the Cabinet, and that is one of 
the reasons why the authority of the 
House is going down. I quite acknow- 
ledge that the repute of this House is 
going down in the eyes of the country. 
It will go down further if it is to be the 
duty of the House simply to register the 
decrees of Ministers without debate—to 
neglect and forego the greatest of all 
its duties, namely, the careful scrutiny 
and criticism of the expenditure of the 
country and its various departments. 
The noble Lord says the power is passing 
into the hands of the Cabinet. That is 
a very serious statement considering the 
composition of the Cabinet. What does 
it mean? The Cabinet consists practi- 
cally of members of one family, and 
everybody knows that every family in the 
history of the world is governed by the 
Benjamin of the family. And therefore, 
as the House will plainly see, what the 
noble Lord, this young Cromwell, really 
has in his mind is that the one true 
remedy for the salvation of the House, 
for the restoration of its repute, its 
honour, and its dignity, is to entrust 
the liberties of the Irish Members to the 
youngest son of the noble house of Cecil. 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, nil ; Noes, 
426. (Division List No. 44.) 


Ni. 


NOES. 





Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allen, C. P. (Glouc., Stroud) 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Ambrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright. John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert H. 
Atherley, Jones L. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt.JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George A. 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W.(Leeds 
Balfour,Maj.KR(Christechurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bel', Richard 

Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Boyles, James 

srand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. Jolin 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brown, George M.( Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Butcher, John Geerge 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagli, 5.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir | 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh.) 
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Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churehill, Win-ton Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 


Cogan, Denis J 
Coghill. Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt, Hon. Jesse 


Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 
Colville, John 
rs Lord Alwyne 
Cordon. Thomas Joseph 
Cook, Frederick Lueas 
Corbett, A Cameron(Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cust, Henry John C, 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Sir HorarioD(Chatham 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Dickson-Poynier, Sir Joha P. 
Dimsdale; SirJosephCocktield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fd. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford. Sir William Theodore 
Dutty, William J. 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Duncan, James H. 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Edwards, Frank 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 
Elliot, Hon. A. RalphDouglas 
Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Faber. George Denison 
98.3 Dr. Robert 
Farre 1], James Patrick 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fere ruson, R. C. Munro( Leith) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
F irbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster. Sir 4 alter (De rby Co.) 
Fuller, J. F. 
Gartit, W lian, 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Gladstone,.Rt. HnHerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry. S.) 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
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Gore, Hon. F. S. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Grant, Corrie 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Cireen, Walford D.(Wed’sbury 
Greene,SirE W(BrySEdm/’nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
Grevilie, Hon. Ronald 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murzay 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, RtHnLord& (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Margof(L’nd’nderry 
Hammond, John 
Hardie,J Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashf'd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem th 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords,N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstd. 
Hobhouse,C. E. H.(Bristol,E. ) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hope.J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, Cpt. J. (Kent, Faversh. 
Howard,.J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jetireys; Arthur lrederick 
Jessel, Captian Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyee, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hoa. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 


Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, W illiam 

Kimber, Henry 

Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 
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Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wim. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lecky,Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H 
Lee,CaptA. H.( Hants. Fareh’m 
Leese,SirJosephF.(Accringtou 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Ki: kman 
Lueas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsm’th) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Mac Donnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
\aconochie, 

M‘Artour, C harles (Liverp’l) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornw’ll) 
Me ‘almont, Col.J.(Antrim, E. 
\I'Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Iver, Sir oe ewis (Edinb., W. 
M‘killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn W.F 
Mather, William 

Maxwell, RtHnSirHE (Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfreissh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,JohnThrogm’rt’n. 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Melesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Mooney, John J. 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robert Jasper (Sbropsh. ) 
Morgan, David J.(Walthamst. 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptf’d) 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murphy, J. 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 


N.S. 
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Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John F.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kend: ul(‘ Tipp’ ry,Mid 
(’ Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny ) 
O'( ‘onnor,James(Wi icklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (L iverpool) 
(Donnell, John (Mayo, §,) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Y Kelly , Jas. (Roscommon, N. 
O’Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Meilor 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Perks, Robert William 
Pilkington, Richard 

Pirie, Dunean V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edwara 
Purvis, Robert 

tandles, John 8. 

tatcliffe, R. F. 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (Greenock ) 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
that the 
with his intelligence, 
have wasted so much of the time of the 
As a matter of fact, the right 


I really wonder 
Gentleman, 


House. 
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Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 

tidley, HnM. W.(Stalybridge) 


Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson | 


Roberts, John H. 
Roche, vohn 
Rolleston, Sir Jolin F. L. 
Ropner, — Robert 

Round, James 

Royds, ¢ ‘lement Molyneux 
Russell, Vv. 

Sadler, ( ‘ol. § Samuel Alexander 
Saninel. S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon.Col. E. J. 
Seott,Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. FP. D. (Strand 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R(North’nts 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
raat” Maxwell, Sir John M. 

tock, James Henry 
meebo, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal 
Talbot, Lord E. (Colchester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(OxfdUni. 


(Denbighs. ) 


right hon. that Mr. 
should 


into the 


Standing Order 
Speaker Brand’s decision has 
done has been to keep us from coming 
House. 
ourselves in the House, 
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Taylor,:Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, ‘A. (Glamorgan, E.)} 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, F. Freeman- -(Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, WwW m. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 
V alentia, Viscount 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene(C lackmannan 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Webb, Col. W ili: um George 
Weir, ‘James Galloway 
W elby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(T’nton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams,Rt. Hn.J Powell-(Bir. 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E.R. 
Wilson,Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,.J. W.(Worcestersh. N. 
W oodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersfd 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrigntson, Sir, Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr, Anstruther. 
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to that effect, and all 


Sometimes we find 
and we have to 


hon. Gentleman brought on this change 
in the Standing Order because certain 
of our hon. friends resented the action 
of the Government, and under circum- 
stances of great irritation insisted on 
remaining in the House after you, Sir, 
had ordered them to divide. But has it 
not occurred to the right hon. Gentle- 
man the First Lord of the Treasury that 
there is no earthly reason why Members 
should not sit here while a division is 
going forward? Does the First Lord of 
the Treasury think that the rule to 


oblige Members to clear out of the House 
into the lobby is of ancient order? It) 
was only by a decision of Mr. Speaker | 
Brand that it commenced ; 


there is no | 





'were to do that, 


decide whether we shall vote aye or no, 
and, for my part, on one occasion I had 
the privilege of voting with my right 
hon. friend, although I had the very 
strongest objection to going into the 
Conservative lobby. 

My suggestion is that the right hon. 


Gentleman the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury should now follow the example 
of his noble relative, and so far from 


anyone opposing such a proceeding, we 
shall all accept it with pleasure. If he 
and bring in later a 
resolution that Members who happened 
to be in the House when a division is 


called may remain in the House, then 
that matter might be discussed. Why, 
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Sir. I remember an occasion in the time | 
of Mr. Speaker Peel when the Colonial 
Secretary remained in the House. At the 
tine of the division the Colonial Secre- 
tary had disappeared, nobody could find 
him. and he did not take part in the 
division ; but directly after the division , 
he appeared again. As a matter of fact, 
the right hon. Gentleman was in the 
precincts of the House when the doors 
were locked, and was in the same illegal 
position as certain hon. Members upon 
the benches behind me were on Tuesday 
uight. He was behind your chair, and 
in the same way, on Tuesday, hon. 
Members would very likely have dis- 
ppeared if they had known where to 
w, Isuggest that the right hon. Gentle- 
wan should put an end to this difficulty, 
nd put an end to the clearing of the 
House when a division is going on. If 
the right hon. Gentleman does not take 
ihat course we ought to look upon this 
watter as one in which the offence 
which committed by the Irish 
Members has been committed by Eng- 
lish Members over and over again. This 
ismaking a racial question of it. I do not 
lor &@ moment wish to minimise their 
dereliction from the rules of the House, 
ind | do not wish to excuse it. Hon. 
(entlemen opposite. doubt, find 
themselves in a difficulty in this matter. 
We as Members here owe allegiance to 
the House, and as Members we are 
lound to obey vou, Sir; but we owe 
ilegiance also to our constituencies, and 
when one allegiance conflicts with the 
ther we are in a difhicult position. We 
ust recollect that on Tuesday night 
those hon. Members who violated the 
rules of the House, at the same time 
wnsidered they were unjustly treated 
nd were not given the full opportunity, 
which they claimed and had a right to 
is representatives of large constituencies 
ii Ireland, to discuss the Vote. I do 
not defend their action. What I do 
iy is, that the right hon. Gentleman 
the First Lord of the Treasury does not 
inderstand the true cause of this crisis. 
liyou sit day after day upon the safety 
vilve of a machine the machine will 
finally explode, and that is exactly what 
the right hon. Gentleman has done here. 
Day by day he takes privilege after privi- 
ge. Only last week he took away a 
sreat privilege in connection with Ways 


Was 


no 
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and Means, so that after a few hours 
discussion on education all these Votes 
discussion. 


were passed without any 
whatever. Had the right hon. Gentle- 
man wished to consult our views he 


would have got up shortly after dinner 
and said that we had had an_ inte- 
resting discussion on education, but there 
were other Votes to be disposed of, and 
suggested that the discussion upon 
education should have been brought to 
an end. Had he done that, no doubt 
hon. Members would have assisted him, 
but the closure was moved upon this 
matter after all the time had been con- 
sumed by the Education Vote, and no 
discussion whatever had taken place on 
the many other matters included in the 
Estimate. IT was shut out, as a matter 
of fact. 1 had gone home in the belief 
that the sitting would be adjourned ; 
otherwise I should have remained here, 
for I had intended to move an Amend- 
ment that the Vote should be reduced 
by half. 

[ gather that the right hon. Gentleman 
is not going totake my advice, and there- 
fore I beg leave to move the Amendment 
to leave out the words. ‘during the re- 
mainder of the session.” and insert in their 
place, ‘‘ fortwo months.” The right hon. 
Gentleman. does not appear to quite 
realise what a session may be. A session 
may extend over a vear, and it does 
seem a very hard thing that because an 
hon. Gentleman violates the rules of the 


House his constituents are to be dis- 
franchised for over a year. It is a mon- 
strous proposition. You have at the 


present time a punishment. If a Mem- 
ber of this House does not obey your 
ruling he may be suspended for one week, 
or two weeks, or a month. I was sus- 
pended myself, curiously enough, on one 
occasion for a short period; but if [ had 
been suspended for two years it would 
have been a very different thing. See 
how it would operate. Supposing the 
hon. Member for Westminster, one of 
whose constituents I happen to be, comes 
up and refuses to obey your ruling and 
gets suspended for two years, why should 
I, as his constituent, be disfranchised ? 
because, after all, he may be a useful 
Member. I give that as an instance, 
and I suggest that the suspension should 
be for two months, which I think is far 
more reasonable than the proposal of the 
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right hon. Gentleman. We have in all 
these matters borne very patiently the 
alterations in, and Amendments to, Rule 
27, The first step was taken some time 
ago. We are now asked to go a step 
further, but if we are to have such a 
resolution as that which the House is 
now discussing, let us have it by degrees. 
Let us have the two months suspension 


first. Why do you take the entire 
session? [ cannot understand your 
doing so. Look at the position of the 
Irish Members here. Do you suppose 
if all the Irish Members refused to- 
morrow to go out of the House into 


the division lobbies anything would be 
gained by such a resolution as this ? 
There could be nothing more dangerous 
or more serious or far reaching in its 
consequences than Ireland being practi- 
cally unrepresented in this House—her 
Members suspended going over and 
agitating in Ireland. holding conven- 
tions, and saying ** We cannot represent 
you in England for they suspend us and 
will not let us speak.” Having regard to 
the peculiar relations existing between 
this country and Ireland, I urge the 
Government, I urge hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, to support me in this Amend- 
ment to reduce the suspension for two 
months instead of the rest of the session. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment, as amended 

“In line 7, to leave out the words ‘during 
the remainder of the session, in order to 
add the words ‘for two months.’ ?—(JV/7>. 
Lahouchere). 

Question proposed, * That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Amendment, as amended.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I do not think 
the Amendment of the hon. Member has 
been supported by his arguments, and I 
cannot accept it. 


Me. T. P. OCONNOR said the impor- 
tant point to look at in the subject under 
discussion was upon whom the punish- 
ment fell. In this case the punishment 
fell not upon the Member, but upon 
the constituents he represented in the 
House, because if a Member of the House 
disobeyed the order and was suspended 
his constituents would without a 
representative in the House. Now a 
constituency had a right to a representa- 
tive in this House, and to take away 


Mr. Labouchere. 


be 
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that representative for an unlimited 
period by the suspension of the Member 
whom they had sent to Parliament, 
would be a very flagrant scandal. No 
doubt many Members on the Govern. 
ment side of the House were foolish 
enough to believe that it would be better 
to have no Irish constituency repre- 
sented, but if this rule were carried he 
might point out that there would be this 
danger. If an hon. Member was sus- 
pended for such a period as the rest of the 
session it would be his duty not to allow 
his constituents to be unrepresented, 
and he would take such steps by applying 
for the Stewardship of the Chiltern Hun- 
dreds so as to ensure that his constitu- 
ency should — be represented, if not 
by him by somebody else. He thought, 
under the circumstances, it would be 
very unwise for the right hon. Gentle. 
man to press for the rule. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) did not 
desire at this late hour of the night to 
take up the time of the House, but at the 
same time thought that the subject under 
discussion was sufficient to justify all the 
attention that could be given to it. What 
hon. Members felt who supported the 
Amendment was that the proposal of 
the Government was too severe to deal 
with such offences as had given rise to 
its being brought forward. He would 
he the very last person to defend what 
had oceurred on the previous ‘Tuesday. 
The ruling of the Chair must be obeyed, 
but at the same time he could see that in 
that case there were many extenuating 
circumstances. One of the greatest 
dangers that the House had to face at 
the present moment was the constant 
misrepresentations which were made in 
the Press and, incidentally, the mischiet it 
did in the country by engendering false 
ideas of what was done in the House. 
In order to point out how the proposals 
ot the Government were too severe on 
this occasion he would deal with what 
he considered the extenuating circum- 
stances, and show why the Amendment 
of the hon. Member for Northampton 
was quite sufficient to meet the justice 
of the case. He attributed the out- 
break which took place on Tuesday 
night, not so much to what actually 
occurred on that evening to bring 
about, as to a system which was caleu 
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lated to bring about such a lamentable nothing I dislike more than to leave the 
occurrence at any time. The opinion House without voting. I move the 
held by hon. Members sitting around adjournment of the debate. 
him was that two _months _Suspen- Motion made and Question proposed, 
sion would be _ quite sufficient to!“ That the debate be now adjourned.” 
meet the necessities of the case. —(Mr. Caine.) 
They looked with dismay on the * ~~ ° 
possibility of a penalty which would dis- Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We have had 
franchise constituencies for a whole Very ample discussion of the motion. I 
session. They considered that the policy hope the hon. Gentleman will not persist 
which should be adopted in a case of this in his motion for the adjournment. 
sort should be one more of conciliation Mr. CAINE: The reason why I 
than of severe treatment and punishment. moved the adjournment was that we 
If there was a revolt or a revolution may have time to consider the Amend- 
against a system of Government, it was | ment as amended. 
cear that injustice must have been Eee ie . : 
originally at the bottom of it. He Mk. LOUGH: The right hon. Gentle- 
warmly supported the Amendment of ™n will admit that we on this side have 
his hon. friend the Member for North- addressed ourselves to the debate in a 
ampton. He would not vote against very praiseworthy and industrious spirit. 
the Amendment of the Government, I would point out to the right hon. 
bat would abstain from voting on the Gentleman that two hours have been 
main question, beeause he did not wish wasted in a pertectly futile and meaning- 
it to be imagined that he impugned the less Amendment moved on the other 
authority of the Chair. side of the House. It was a shocking 
, proceeding ; 1 might almost say, I have 
Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne); never seen it equalled in the House. The 
It appears to me that it would be wise for noble Lord who moved it had not the 
the Leader of the House to accept the courage to vote for his own Amend- 
Amendment, especially if he wants to ment. [* Oh, oh!”] Tam afraid I am 
impose an effective punishment. I am introducing a little heat, and | do 
quite certain that under the Amend- not want to do that. I wish to 
ment proposed by the Leader of the House Make a reasonable appeal to the right 
the punishment would be very small hon. Gentleman. 1 think we might 
indeed. We all know quite well the have another day to discuss the subject. 
hon. Members at whom it is aimed. There is no urgency about the matter at 
They come from constituencies where al. By accepting this proposal _ the 
there were not contested elections. What Tight hon. Gentleman will, on the whole, 
would be the result of this new Standing lose no time, and he wil! do something 
Order? We will suppose that some toallay the bad temper which has been 
sene occurs similar to that which took aroused. 
place the other night, and that a dozen Mr. BROADHURST: May I join in 
Members come under the rule. They the appeal to the First Lord of the 
are suspended for the remainder of the Treasury? He dismissed the question 
session. They would accept the Chiltern as to whether the suspension should 
Hundreds, they would go back to their be for two or six months in the most 
constituencies, and they would be imme- airy manner. We have sat here now for 
diately re-elected. What would be the something like eleven hours continuously, 
position of the hon. Members when they and that is more than any hon. Member 
tame back ? Would they be allowed to ought to be called upon to do. I do sav 
take their seats? I do not believe any- that it is most unseemly that at this 
one would venture to contest their elece- hour of the morning [2.10] the 
tion. The punishment, therefore, would House should be called upon to continue 
be extremely slight. I sincerely trust the consideration of a subject of this 
that we may now adjourn the debate in importance. We have certainly n t had 
order to give reasonable time for the time to realise the importance of the 
consideration of the rule. I cannot vote Amendments that have been introduced. 
at all on this Amendment, and yet I|I support the motion for the adjourn- 
would like to vote upon it. There is ' ment of the debate, and I hope the First 
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Lord of the Treasury will see how reason- 
able it is both in the interest of himself 
and Members who are exhausted. 

Mr. DILLON: I agree with the noble 
Lord the Member for Greenwich that 
the matter which the House has been 
discussing to-night is of infinitely greater 
importance than hon. Members have any 
idea of. It occurs to me that the noble 
Lord, although not very successful with 
his Amendment, was the first Member 
who really placed this question in its true 
light before the House as regards its 
importance, because up to the time he 
spoke the subject had been treated in a 
light and airy fashion as if it were only 
a matter, if | may use the expression, of 
hammering the Irish Members. It is a 
very large question. I think this ques- 
tion affects the very essence of the power 
and prestige of this House, and it is of 
vastly greater importance than hon. 
Members appear to understand, because 
it is only a step on the road. You are 
only taking the first step to-night. What- 
ever other qualification I may have I can 
speak of this. I do not suppose there is 
a man in the House who has greater 
experience of this than I have, and I warn 
the First Lord of the Treasury and the 
Members of the House that this rule will 
do no good. It will be ineffective, and 
you will be called upon to take another 
step. The question has been discussed 
by us reasonably and with — applica- 
tion tothe point. The only time that has 
been wasted was that taken by the noble 
Lord in moving a bogus Amendment 
and by the First Lord in delivering a 
prolonged eulogium on the noble Lord's 
speech, whereas those of us who are 
defending our rights have addressed 
ourselves strictly to the matter under 
discussion throughout the evening. I 
myself have a further very important 
and eminently reasonable Amendment 
to propose later on, and it is not fair to 
ask us to go on with this discussion at 
two o'clock in the morning. 

Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): As one 
who was concerned in and associated 
myself with the protest made the other 
night against the use of the closure, I 
wish to urge the House to vote for the 
adjournment. This matter has been 
altogether too hurried. Before the pas- 
sions which were aroused on Tuesday 
night have been given an opportunity 

Mr. Broadhurst. 
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‘to cool, this matter has been brought 


‘these benches have not been treated 
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before the House and is being forced 
through without adequate discussion, 
I am an entirely new Member, but I must 
say that the way the procedure of the 
House and the closure are used to force 
matters through has surprised me. I did 
not come here to do penance for the 
occurrences of Tuesday night, but in the 
heat of the moment—— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! ! 
must remind the hon. Member that the 
only question before the House is the 
motion for adjournment. 

Mr. O'MARA: Iam merely explaining 
how this method of forcing business 
through the House strikes a new Member, 
We have a right to discuss these matters 
fully and entirely, and we are going to 
avail ourselves of that right, but | protest 
against having to discuss them at two 
oclock in the morning. My past life 
has not fitted me to be here considering 
such questions at this hour. These 
coercive measures are the only measures 
we get from the Treasury Bench, and | 
rise merely to suggest that time should 
be given us to collect our thoughts and 
to allow the angry passions aroused by 
Tuesday night’s proceedings to cool 
down. 

Mr. TULLY : I think one of the reasons 
why the adjournment should be granted 
is that so few Irish Members have spoken 
in the course of the debate. This is a 
measure aimed directly at the Irish 
representatives, and those whose rights 
are imperilled ought certainly to have 
an opportunity to discuss the matter 
thoroughly. We want to know how 
this rule would apply in the case of an 
hon. Member who, if he were expelled 
from the House for the remainder of the 
session, resigned his seat. That point 
ought to be considered by the right hon. 
Gentleman. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: That point does not 
arise on the adjournment. 

Mr. TULLY: I am only giving 
reasons for the adjournment. 

*Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member 
might claim to argue every Amendment 
and every line of the Amendment upon 
that ground. 


Mr. TULLY: Well, Sir, I think weon 
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we girly as so very few of us have spoken, | 
cussion, and ‘the First Lord ought to accept this | 
> I must notion. i a = 
of the | MR. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
to force fits, Poplar) : It seems to me, personally, 
I did Jat this motion is a reasonable one under 
for the fthe circumstances. I shall vote for 
t in the the Amendment of the Government 
vhen it is finally put, but I think the 
Jer! I J House ought to recollect that this Notice 
hat the ppeared on the Paper only this morning. 
is the ltisa very important motion, affecting 
every Member of the House. We have 
im: onsidered it, as I think the right hon. 
laining Gentleman will admit, with good temper 
usiness find without any attempt at obstruction 
ember, or improper discussion, and the speeches 
natters Bye not, at all events, been confined to 
ing to F itis side of the House. Seeing that we 
protest # jad not seen the rule in print until this 
at tWo f morning, and that in the course of the 
ist life J ichate certain Amendments have been 
dering accepted, so that it is now in a different 
These form from that in which we have it on 


‘ASUTES F the Paper, I think a reasonable com- 
and I promise, and one which I venture to 
should suggest, would be that we should dispose 
ts and ff the Amendments to- night, and then 
sed by have the motion reprinted for some 
» C00! H itture occasion. We should then be able to 
judge more properly whether the rule as 
easons # amended required any further alteration, 
‘anted § or whether it could be accepted as it then 
poken stood. 
S889 Mr. DALZIEL: In consequence of 
Trish J this motion appearing on the Paper only 
rights i ibis morning, we have been unable to put 
have § down any Amendments, and conse- 
iatter Fuently we have had to move Amend- 
how ments without notice, which have 
of aD Fheen very difficult to understand. This 
velled Fis a very important alteration in the 
1 the tules governing the procedure of the 
point # House, and we ought certainly to see the | 
hon: # solution in print as it is proposed to be | Te 
idopted before we give our final vote | 
snot J upon it. That surely is a very moderate | 
demand to make. At the same time I) 
ving 
Iwelve o'clock Rule the House did not 
necessarily commit itself to an all-night | 
nber sitting. The interpretation of such a 
nent H suspension has always been that about | ean 
1p hali-past one or two o'clock the House | 
should review the situation according to | 
eong the circumstances of the case. Suppose 
ated we agree to divide upon the Amendment 





which has been moved and then adjourn. 
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|To-morrow the Army statement is the 
first Order. In the ordinary course of 
‘things that would be over before dinner. 
This motion could be put down as second 
Order, and we should then have an 
opportunity of calmly reviewing the 
whole question. Another course would 
be to dispose of the Amendment now 
before the House, and put the motion 
down as first Order to-morrow, with the 
understanding that it shall be disposed 
of before dinner. I imagine the former 
would be the better alternative for the 
right hon. Gentleman, and _ without 
delaying the House further, I hope he 
will see that there is at any rate a strong 
ease for full consideration before this 
alteration is finally adopted. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND : 
suggestion is a reasonable one, and I 
would suggest to the right hon. Gentle- 
man that he should favourably consider 
it. I do not thnk that the right hon. 
Gentleman can seriously desire to force 
this rule through at one sitting by the 
use of the closure. When this rule was 
originally proposed in its modified form 
in the year 1880 it took severa’ days to 
pass. In the year 1882, when it was ex- 
tended not nearly so much as it is now 
proposed, it took several days discussion. 
If the right hon. Gentleman desires that 
any real moral weight should attach to 
the decision of the House he would be 
wise, I think, to accede to the proposal 
which has been made by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Kirkealdy. What that 
proposal? It is not that he should give 
us a complete Parliamentary day for the 
purpose of this discussion, but it is that 
after the Secretary of State for War has 
made his statement and unfolded his 
scheme to-morrow, and after the debate 

‘upon that subject is adjourned the 

mainder of the day should be voted 

| to finishing the discussion on this matter. 
| That is not a large claim to make, and as 
|it affects the business of the House so 


I think the 


is 


would point out that by suspending the little, I suggest that it would be a wise 


thing for him to accept that suggestion 
and agree now to the adjournment of 
| the del bate on the understanding that it 
be taken up to-morrow after the 
Army debate has been adjourned. 

Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) : hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will accede to this appeal 
has been made to him, and I 


which 
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think he ought to do so when he reflects | desires to facilitate the business of Supply 
that the original piece of work which he! the best way to do it would be to try 


put before the House is now almost 
unrecognisable. I have some further 
criticisms to offer to the House on the 
Amendment as it stands now, and I can 
assure the right hon. Gentleman that 
my criticisms will not be directed towards 
defeating the object of this Amendment, 
but will be in favour of making the new 
Standing Order a better piece of work- 
manship, and I would recommend the 
right hon. Gentleman in the interval to 
consult with his friendly opponents on 
this side of the House in order that we 
may come to some friendly understand- 


ing. I think I may promise the right 
hon. Gentleman that my right hon. 


friend the Leader of the Opposition will 
be willing to take part in a friendly 
discussion, and if this course is adopted 
we may arrive at an improvement upon 
the Amendment as it now stands. I do 
desire that this Standing Order shall 
reflect the care and wise thought of this 
House, and that no Order shall be put 
upon our books in haste. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: A large num- 
her ot hon. Members have appealed to me 
to adjourn this debate. but I think that 
in one respect they have treated me 
rather ungratefully. I have accepted 
their Amendments, and now they are 
using that as a reason for adjourning 
the debate by saying that they wish 
to see the rule printed. It is perfectly 
true that Amendments have been ac- 
cepted, but | think it is impossible to 
consider this rule in isolation from the 
general condition of business before the 
House. If I could consider it in isolation 
I shou d be glad to meet the wishes of hon. 
Members, whether they agree with me 
or not. The hon. Member for Kirkealdy 
threw out a suggestion that we should 
take it after the statement of the Seere- 
tary for War to-morrow. I suppose 
that my right hon. friend's statement 
will be opened early in the evening, and 
if the House can come to some arrange- 
ment by which we can be assured of a 
substantial amount of Supply to-morrow 
I shall be willing to make the sacrifice. 
I see that the hon. Member for Waterford 
smiles at that. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: My smile 


means that if the right hon. Gentleman | 


Nir John Brunner. 


and conciliate hon. Members by making 
a reasonable concession such as we ask. F 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am always 
desirous of being as conciliatory as pos. 
sible, but Supply must be got through, 
I believe there are eighteen Votes to be 
got through, and unless I can get a satis. 
factory assurance that substantial pro- 
gress will be made with the Estimates | 
am afraid we must proceed with the 
debate. I hope hon. Gentlemen will not 
think that I have approached this ques- 
tion in any tyrannical spirit, but the 
reason is that we have to absolutely 
get through the Estimates by a ce rtain 
day. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : Unfortu- 
nately the Civil Service Estimates, to 
which the First Lord of the Treasury 
referred, are otf considerable importance, 
and [ should say that it is very difficult 
to enter into any sort of arrangement 
regarding them. They include such 
subjects as Uganda, Ashanti, business 
in South Africa, and other matters of 
very considerable importance, and I do 
not think it will be a good thing to enter 
into an arrangement to burke discussion 
on South Africa. It would be an ex- 
ceedingly bad arrangement, and there 
has been really too much of that sort of 
thing. I think the First Lord of the 
Treasury should consider this on_ its 
merits. Here we an 
Amendment of our procedure of the most 
vital importance. We have only got to 
interpret it with what has happened this 
week in order to see its importance. If 
this rule had been in operation last 
Tuesday twelve constituencies would 
now have been disfranchised for the rest 
ot the session, and such a proposal is to 
be rushed through after only twenty-four 
hours notice, before there is a tull oppor- 
tunity to discuss it. his is pertectly 
unprecedented. I should have thought 
that two sittings of the House would not 
have been too much for a matter of this 
kind, and I do ask the right hon. Gentle 
man to consider this matter on its merits. 
We have still one Amendment not dis- 
posed of, and some other Amendments 


are discussing 


_have to be moved. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN: 
It would be very difficult for anyone to 
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sive a pledge as to what would take place 
morrow. I think we all recognise 
inthe right hon. Gentleman’s last obser- 
sations & most reasonable spirit, and, 
iefore speaking of what may happen on 
other days, I would venture to press 
very strongly upon him that whatever 
ye may say of this new Order I do not 
think anvone who is interested in, and 
rho has the good feeling of the House at 
heart. can contemplate very pleasantly 
the hurrying through of this proposal 
nan all-night sitting. I do not think 
that any time has been wasted upon it 
acept a certain waste of time for which 
those on this side of the House have not 
teen responsible. I never knew a more 
unecessary expenditure of time than 
tht which was devoted to the Amend- 
went of the noble Lord the Member for 
Greenwich. I think the whole of that 
gisode was so much lost time. There- 
ore, | think we have a strong claim upon 
the Government for a postponement of 
this debate. As to-morrow is a nonde- 
eupt day, with nothing definitely an- 
nounced tor it after the statement by the 
Secretary ot State for War. I should have 
thought that the remainder of the day 
ight be taken up by resuming the 
bate upon this rule. I do hope that the 





tight hon. Gentleman will be able to 
me to an arrangement of that sort, 


nd [ can assure him that I shall use 
very influence I possess, if he agrees to 
this course, to keep the discussion ot the 
various topics within reasonable limits, 
nd {ido not think Lean do any more. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I quite admit 
hat it is a disagreeable thing to have to 
lo business in these hours of the morning, 
ut business must done even in 
hese hours in order that the necessary 
‘nancial business may be finished betore 
Ist March. Of course if hon. Members 
ull consent to make some arrangement 
fa definite character in regard to the 
jusiness to-morrow IL would be disposed 
toadjourn the debate. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The only 
rangement that can be made is that 
suggested by the hon. Member for Kirk- 
aldy ; and that is that after the Secre- 
ary for War makes his statement to- 
norrow the debate should be adjourned, 
ind the rest of the sitting should be 
levoted to the discussion of this rule. 


1 
pe 





{7 Marcu 1901} 


lt is absurd to imagine that half an. 





Order No. 21. 


954 


hour would suffice. If the Government 
do not agree to this suggestion, let them 
closure the whole discussion now and 
take upon themselves the discredit of 
passing a penal law of this kind without 
fair and proper discussion. 

Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) : A most 
reasonable proposal has been placed be- 
fore the House by those who have moved 
the adjournment of the debate. We 
have been at this discussion for eleven 
hours, and if it concerns anybody in this 
House in particular, it concerns the 
Members from Ireland. The rule 
directly aimed at their liberty, and at 
the liberty of their constituents; and 
we maintain that it is only just and right 
that those whom it most affects should 
have a proper opportunity of studying 
the rule and seeing its bearing in every 
aspect. It only appeared on the notice 
Paper this morning, and most of us have 
not had the opportunity of carefully 
studying the rule. If we had we pos- 
sibly might be ready with some Amend- 
ments. I maintain that the House is at 
a disadvantage in not having these 
Amendments in print before us. For 
that reason alone I think the motion 
for adjournment is essentially a reason- 
able one. The right hon. Gentleman 
seems to think that the time has been 
wasted on these benches ; but 1 venture 
to say that very few ot us have up to 
this time taken part in the discussions, 
although some of us are bound to express 
our views in regard to the mew rule. If 
there has been any unreasonable con- 
sumption of time it has not been on these 
benches. The Amendment proposed by 
the hon. Member for East Mayo was most 
germane to the subject, and that 
was even recognised by the action of 
the Government. The waste of time 
has taken place on the other side of the 
House in connection with the motion of 
the noble Lord who had not the courage 
to vote for it. It was a bogus motion, 
and the First Lord delivered a speech in 
reference to it which I think was un- 
worthy of him in his position. 1 think 
| may say that the conduct of the busi- 
ness of this House does not depend 
upon rules, but on the tact and courtesy 
ot those who lead it. And certainly we 


is 


have reason to complain on all grounds 
of the manner in which the business 
has been conducted. The right hon. 
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Gentleman would meet the convenience 
of all the Irish Members if he would 
aecede to the motion for adjournment, 
and give us an opportunity of considering 
carefully this punitive motion, and not 
pass it in a hurry or panic. This is a 
far-reaching rules and Amendments of 
far less moment have taken weeks of 
discussion before they were passed. Our 
desire is therefore most reasonable. 

*Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I rise to 
support the motion for adjournment. 
There is too much hurry about this 
motion. What is all the hurry for? 
Has not this House existed for 800 or 
900 years without this regulation ? 
Why, then, should you hurry this rule 
after only eight or nine hours debate ? 
The First Lord of the Treasury has 
made the urgency of Supply a reason for 
special expedition, but he has given no 
reason Why this alteration in -the Stand- 
ing Orders should be carried before 
Supply is got through. I venture 
therefore to suggest that the debate on 
the rule should be adjourned until 
after Easter or Whit-Sunday, and then 
taken up with the coolness which the 
Importance of the subject requires. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): The 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
House has been the prime mover and 
cause of all this trouble. I read in The 
Times of this morning that this was 
deliberately planned to prejudice the 
Trish Members. I had not the honour 
of being named the other night, but I 
consider that when the First Lord of 
the Treasury came into the House and 
moved the closure—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question before the House is that of 
adjournment. 


Dr. AMBROSE: I was going to sav 
that we have a good many Amendments 
to move yet. In fact, I have an Amend- 
ment to propose, namely, to suspend 
the Leader of the House for two months 
on the ground that the right hon. Gentle- 
man has caused the whole of the trouble. 
It seems to me, from the attitude of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, that they have 
made up their minds to rush the rule 
through to-night ; but I appeal to them 
to give us an opportunity of impeaching 
their conduct to-morrow. 


Mr. Powe IP 


Mr. FLYNN: I do not agree with 
hon. Gentlemen opposite. We can git 
here till sunrise to-morrow while they 
pursue a policy which is of no good to 
the Ministry and is no credit to the 
House. | have had several years ex. 
perience of this House, and my opinion 
is that no practical progress is inade 
with public business at these hours 
unless the Ministry give way. Members 
get exasperated on both sides and entey 
into foolish competition to show most 
endurance, like the man who fasted fo; 
forty hours. The Parliament is con. 
paratively young, and when there is 4 
long life before us, the conduct of public 
business should not be permitted ty 
get into this impasse. It is somewhat 
tyrannical on the part of the} rovernment 
to force the pace at present. No doubt 
as the Parliamentary year rolls on and 
we get into the summer months, when 
the sun rises earlier than now, we shall 
be treated to this kind of thing at greater 
length. This is a most important motion. 
If it had been a Sessional Order a short 
debate might have done. But a few 
Irish Members have taken part. in 
the debate yet. If the right hon 
Gentleman had had more regard fo 
the convenience of the House he would 
not have made an academic speech 
on an unsubstantial motion which had 
nothing behind it, as the division 
showed. The waste of time has cone 
not from these benches, but from 
the Government benches, and _ that 
at an hour when we should hav 
been at our rest. I speak on behali 
ot the ofticials of the House, and of the 
policemen, who have had a most trying 
experience during the last few days, 
particularly the members of the A 
Division. The Government will gain 
nothing by continuing to oppose the 
motion for the adjournment. Some 
consideration should be had for private 
Members who are interested in_ private 
Bills. | am myself very anxious 
come down here early to-morrow to get 
a draft of a Bill, but if we are kept sitting 
so late I will not be able to give my mind 
to the work. If the discussion is pro- 
longed it certainly will not conduce in 
the smallest degree to the despatch oi 
business, and I trust the First Lord ot 


the Treasury, who is not insensible to 
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» . . ! © . 4 nn 
reason, will recognise the plain and ob-' of right hon. Gentlemen on the Trea- 


yious facets of the situation. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): There 
is perhaps one argument which may 
appeal to right hon. Gentlemen on the 
Treasury Bench, and especially to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
House. It is that there are a great 
number of junior Members in the House 
who are not accustomed to rules. of 
procedure, and to whom it is extremely 
necessary that they should have an 
opportunity of seeing the bearing of 
this new rule. I consider further, not 
only in the case of junior Members but 
also in’ the senior Members, 
that some period should be allowed to 
elapse during which hon. Members 
might have an opportunity of consider- 
ing carefully what would be the effect 
of this new rule. All Members from 
Ireland have special reason to demand 
that such a period should elapse before 
an important motion of this kind is 
earried, and therefore in’ our opinion 
the present is essentially an occasion on 
which the adjournment of the debate 
should be agreed to. A proposal has been 
made that as regards to-morrow the Army 
statement should be taken first and this 
motion afterwards. 1 am perfectly con- 
vinced if that course is pursued the 
House will have no occasion to regret it. 
To-morrow we will be able to discuss the 
matter carefully and without undue 
haste, and in a manner which will 


ease of 


redound to the credit of the House of. 


Commons and make a favourable im- 
pression on the new Members of the 
House. Unless you treat new Members 
with consideration and allow them time 
to master carefully new proposals of this 
kind, I do not for my part see how you 
can expect us in the future to look 
upon measures that may be introduced 
with that care and thought which are 
naturally expected from all Members of 
the House. 


*Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Holmfirth): The Leader of the House 
inust know, as every hon. Member who 
has been in the House a few years knows, 
that no good is done by going on with 
a discussion of this kind at three o’elock 
in the morning. It is perfectly useless 


to continue keeping us here in this way. 
It | wanted another argument for the 
adjournment it would be the appearance , 
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‘sury Bench, many of whom appear to 
‘be physically in a state approaching 
collapse. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I desire to support the motion for 
the adjournment. If the House will 
consider the matter dispassionately I am 
sure hon. Members will see that the 
claim now put forward is reasonable and 
moderate, especially when they consider 
that the right hon. Gentleman’s motion 
is directed against the Lrish Members. 
As a new Member of the House, knowing 
nothing of its rules, but anxious to con- 
form to them as far as an Irish Membercan, 
I rise to ask English Members honestly 
to say to us Irish Members whether 
they are prepared to treat us justly, 
and not disregard or treat with contempt 
our appeals for fair play. If hon. Members 
will consider the seriousness of the ques- 
tion before the Hlouse—that it is proposed 
to introduce into the rules of this House 
an innovation which | cannot charae- 
terise otherwise than unheard of, 
and that the First Lord of the Treasury 
is trying to repress freedom of speech 
and to deprive Irish Members by the 
closure and his huge majority of their 
only opportunity to express their views— 
then it will be seen that the appeal for 
the adjournment of the debate at this 
late hour is reasonable. I was present 
at the scene which occurred on Tuesday, 
but we Lrish Members are not ashamed 
of our action on that occasion. We felt 
that it was our duty to our constitu- 
ents—— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must speak on the adjournment of the 
debate. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I am 
sorry, Mr. Speaker, that I have departed 
from the rules of debate, but I would 
appeal that this new rule should be 
thoroughly discussed. If you persist in 
discussing this subject at this hour you 
will not be affording Irishmen a speci- 
men of that broad-minded toleration 
expected from you, nor will you impress 
us with your sense of justice and fair 
play. We saw the time of the House 
wasted to-night by an Amendment which 
I cannot characterise, but when we went 
to a division on it the noble Lord who 
proposed it had not the courage to sup- 
port it. 

2L 


as 
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Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College | 


Green) said he rose to protest against 
the passing of the rule, which would 
inflict penalties not upon himself, but 
upon the constituency which he repre- 
sented. 
hon. Member who moved the adjourn- 
ment of the debate, not because of the 
pains and penalties which might be in- 
flicted on himself—for both he and his 


hon. friends around him. who on Tues- | 


day night felt constrained to make the 
protest that they did. would do again 
what they had done before if occasion 
arose. When they found hon. Members 
endeavouring to force through a Vote 
without adequate discussion——— 


*Mr. SPEAKER : The 
question before the House is the question 
of adjournment. The hon. Member 
must confine himself to that. 


Mr. NANNETTI said that his only 
desire was to treat the House with due 
decorum, and he bowed to the ruling of 
the Chair. He desired to enter his pro- 
test against the Government endeavour- 
ing to enforce at that hour of the morn- 
ing a new rule which would have a very 
far-reaching effect. It was neither 
worthy of the House nor of the First 
Lord of the Treasury, and so far trom 
having a good effect it would have quite 
the contrary. It was not calculated to 
allay the feeling raised upon the Irish 
benches, because if it was the intention 
of the Government to rule Ireland at all, 
they must rule it with conciliation and 
with tact. His reason for supporting 
the adjournment was that many hon. 
Members had been in attendance at the 
House since the previous noon, and it 
was not fair that they should be kept 
longer, but if the right hon. Gentleman 


Order. order ! 


would not give way and grant so reason- | 


able a request, perhaps the vitality of 
those who advocated the adjournment 
might be as great as that of hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, and they might be able to 
keep up the discussion so long that in 
the endeavour to enforce their arguments 
the House might get more than it  bar- 


gained for. He strongly protested 
against the debate being continued. 
but, nevertheless. if it were to be he would 
not be coerced or frightened out of 
doing his duty to his constituents, He 
would mueh rather be at home looking 





{COMMONS' 


He joined in the appeal of the | 
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after his own business, but so long as 
| his country sent him to the House and 
‘the House would hear him, he would 
| protest against being kept at the House 
to such a late hour when appeals had 
been made from all sides that the debate 
should be adjourned. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): With my 
usual modesty, I was prepared to give 
way to an old and valued Member of the 
House, but as I have been called upon 
I desire to add my voice to those which 
have been lifted up in the appeal to the 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 
the Treasury to adjourn the debate. 
Speaking as a new Member, J know you 
will grant me the usual courtesy that 
you extend to new Members. [ look 
upon you, Sir, as the grand pilot of this 
House, and I know that if I stray from 
the channels of debate there is no tear 
of my getting wrecked upon the shoals 
which are known as breaking the rules 
of procedure in this House, for IT am 
sure, Sir, with your usual courtesy you 
will kindly put me right. I am glad 
that the First Lord of the Treasury 
has returned to his place to listen to the 
duleet tones of my voice, and I am in 
great hopes that what he would not do 
for the Leader ot the Opposition and the 
other gentlemen who have appealed to 
him he may be inclined to do tor the 
Member tor Limerick City. So far as I 
am concerned the length of this debate 
is absolutely immaterial to me. I am 
used to long spells of fatigue and to long 
hours on my feet, and it is only the per- 
sonal consideration which I have for 
the hon. Gentlemen on the Government 
benches that induces me to intervene 
and ask the right hon. Gentleman the 
First Lord of the Treasury to meet the 
hon. Members of this House and comply 
with their request for an adjournment 
of the debate on such an important 
The importance of this ques 
tion must commend itself to every 
hon. Gentleman in the House. There 
is no Member of this honourable House 
who has more respect for your ruling. 
Sir, or the history of your House than !. 
I do not believe there is a Member of this 
House who for the short time that | 
have been a Member of it has given more 
time to listening with interest and, I may 
say, with pleasure to the debates that 


question. 


have arisen in this House, and I think 





0] 
al 


h 








960 


« 


r as 
and 
vuld 
use 
had 


hate 


my 
give 
the 
Lpon 
hich 
» the 
dof 
vate. 
vou 
that 
look 
this 
Prom 
tear 
oals 
rules 
am 
you 
glad 
sury 
» the 
nin 
t do 
1 the 
d to 
- the 
as | 
shate 
al 
long 
per- 
- tor 
nent 
vene 
. the 
t the 
mply 
ment 
rtant 
ques 
every 
here 
Jouse 
iling. 
and. 
f this 
vat | 
more 
may 
that 
think 








961 Amendment of Standing 


on such an important question as this— 
and I could have wished that the right 
hon. Gentleman the First Lord of the 
Treasury had remained in his place 
while | gave my reasons—I think on 
such an important question as this hon. 
Members opposite would do much better 
to listen to me with patience, because if 
they do not the chances are that I 
shall occupy their attention a little more 
than [ otherwise should, because where- 
ever | have gone and stood up to speak 
| have always insisted on being heard, 
though | never have made what I call 
a speech, having always been too pleased 
to listen to good speeches made by others. 
But, Sir, on this occasion, when there is 
such an important question before the 
House, I think it is right that every 
hou. Member representing an Irish con- 
stituency should voice his own feelings 
aud the feelings of his constituency in 
this House. I hope L am not delaying 
unnecessarily the time of this honourable 
House, but I certainly think after the 
reasons—fair and just reasons—put for- 
ward by hon. Members from all parts 
of the House for an adjournment, the 
First Lord of the Treasury would be 
doing a wise and a gracious thing if he 
met those hon. Members in the same 
conciliatory spirit as they have endea- 
voured to meet him. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
| rise to support those who have already 
spoken, and to ask that the further con- 
sideration of this most important subject 
may be adjourned to another sitting. 
May I point out that what we are now 
discussing is a question affecting the 
tuture conduct of the Members of the 
House. Not only that, but the Amend- 
ment under discussion provides an auto- 
matic punishment that is to be applied 


without further consideration in the 
event of certain offences being com- 
mitted. T respectfully submit that that 


is not the kind of Amendment that 
should be rushed through the House 
how. [Tf there was an Amendment pro- 
posed on the criminal law of the country 
affecting the foulest outeasts of the 
nation, the House would insist upon 


proper time being given to the con- | 


sideration of it; and surely the House 
ought to claim for itself, in spite of any- 
thing theGovernment mightsay ordesire, 


us much respect as regards its own laws | 
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as it would insist upon in cases without 
its jurisdiction. There is one illustration 
which must be present to the minds of 
most members of the House of the danger 
of accepting Amendments the full bear- 
ings of which have not been considered. 
It stands to the credit of this Govern- 
ment that it attempted to pass an excel- 
lent Workmen's Compensation Bill. [Cries 
of * Order.”’| I hope that hon. Gentle- 
men will restrain their hilarity until | am 
finished. I was about to observe that 
we had in that Bill an illustration of the 
mischief that comes from hurriedly 
accepting Amendments the full bearing 
of which has not been considered. The 
intention of the Government in intro- 
ducing the Bill was excellent. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order. order! The 
hon. Member cannot discuss another 
Bill by way of illustration. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: | will not, Sir. 
and I did not intend to, attempt to dis- 
cuss the Bill, but I hope it is within the 
scope of a speaker to draw an illustra- 
tion. without discussing the merits of 
the Bill, from something that has already 
been done in the House. My point is 
this. that the Bill as introduced was 
excellent. 


*VIn. SPEAKER reminded the hon. 
Member that that Bill could not be dis- 


cussed. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: | ask the House 
to agree to the adjournment. If these 
Amendments which have been accepted 
or are still to be accepted have the same 
effect as the Amendments accepted in 
connection with the Workmen's Com- 
pensation Bill, the Government will live 
to regret not having acceded to the request 
for further time for the consideration 
of the subject. We have no right at 
this hour of the morning [3.20], when 
Members are not in a fit state to discuss 
serious business, to make a pretence of 
legislating in the direction of amending 
the Standing Orders which govern this 
House. The Amendment marks a new 
departure in the procedure of this House. 
It subjects Members of the House to a 
possible indignity from which hitherto 
Members of Parliament have been sup- 
posed to be exempt, and because of the 


‘importance of the Amendment, and its 


far-reaching upon the 


2L2 


consequences 
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future conduct of this House, I join in 
the appeal of those who have spoken 
that the further consideration of this 
matter may be adjourned until to morrow, 
until the Amendments on the Paper have 
been considered, and until those which 
have been accepted may be seen in their 
true and full bearing. It may suit hon. 
(rentlemen opposite to rush this thing 
through, but | would remind them that 
the root-cause of all the trouble, the 
reason why we are having a discussion 
now, is because of the foolish attempt to 
rush through another question without 
adequate discussion. Surely one lesson 
of that kind ought to be enough for one 
session. I trust, therefore, that the 
House will agree to the motion tor the 
adjournment, and will allow this most 
important matter to be considered in a 
manner worthy of its importance. 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.) : I associate 
myself with my hon. friends on this side 
of the House in appealing to the Govern- 
ment to adjourn the discussion of this 
matter until to-morrow. We have been 
told, Mr. Speaker, in Jreland—I have 
learned it from my infancy—that in 
coming to this House and appealing to 
its Members for justice, it never would 
be denied to us. Yet what is the state 
of things that presents itself to us here 
to-night 2 You have nine-tenths of the 
representatives of Jreland making a 
request to the House of Commons in a 
unanimous and practical spirit, and you 
have another portion ot the House re- 
fusing that request. It simply brings 
home to our minds the lesson that there 
is no possibility whatsoever of turning 
our eyes towards Westminster for justice, 
that if any good is to be done the people 
of Treland must turn their attention in 
some other direction, that they must 
resort to other and to other 
methods besides those—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
ean only speak to the question of the 
adjournment. 


Mr. DUFFY: I am emphasising some 
of the reasons which, in my opinion, 
should weigh with the House to defer 
this most important matter until to- 
morrow. Some short time ago the 
question was asked by an hon. Member 
above the gangway as to what was the 


Mr. Keir Hardie. 


means 
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intention of the Government in regard 
to those Irish Members who have been 
ejected from the House. It was asked 
if they might go back to their consti- 
tuents and seek re-election. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is not confining himself to the question 
of the adjournment. 


Mr. DUFFY : Lam sorry that I should 
come in conflict with the Chair. It cer- 
tainly was not my intention when | 
stood up. I will always endeavour as 
far as I possibly can while a Member of 
the House to conform to your ruling. 
But I consider this a very serious and 
vital matter. There is nc man in this 
House to-night who can deny for an 
instant that this question is aimed, and 
aimed exclusively, at the suppression of 
speech and of liberty as far as the Irish 
Members are concerned. It is not aimed 
or directed against any party in this 
House outside the [rish Members. and 
as an exponent of Irish thought and 
feeling I enter an emphatic protest against 
the action sought to be forced on those 
Members. [Cries of “ Order.”| Gentle- 
men on the other side may shout 
‘Order ” and ery me down. IT have had 
experience of this kind of thing in 
Ireland before, and I am not going to 
be put down. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
only question before the House is whether 
it should now adjourn. 


Mr. DUFFY: In my opinion, Sir. 
the heat that has been introduced into 
this debate to-night would in itself be 
sufficient justification for hon. Members 
calling upon the Government to adjourn 
the matter until to-morrow. By doing 
so. | believe the House would bring to the 
consideration of the matter an im- 
partiality and freedom from passion they 
are not able to bring to-night. We will 
be able amongst ourselves to discuss the 
matter, and the House will be able to 
arrive at a better and more reasonable 
conclusion. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): As a 
young Member of the House | desire also 
to join in the protest made from these 
benches in reference to this rule which 
has been introduced by the First Lord 
of the Treasury. It is a matter of diffi- 
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culty for us to try to understand the 
proceedings of the House, and to try to 
act in accordance with its rules, when we 
are kept here to such an early hour in the 
morning for the purpose of discussing 
a question which is new to us, and which 
we are not in a position to understand, 
by reason of our inexperience, but on 
which we desire to bring our best judg- 
ment to bear. Hon. Members need have 
no fear that we are making this request 
because we are unable to stand the 
strain. We are quite able and prepared 
to carry the debate on until to-morrow 
morning and the morning after that if 
necessary. But we want to have this 
matter considered in a_ dispassionate 
manner. Passionate feelings have been 
aroused, and while Members are possessed 
with those feelings we are asked to pass 
a rule which may have the effect of 
disfranchising several Irish constituencies 
fora lengthy period. I therefore support 
this just and reasonable motion for 
adjournment. 

The hon. Member was proceeding to 
discuss the proceedings of Tuesday night, 
when 


*Mr. SPEAKER reminded him that the 
only question before the House was that 
ot the adjournment. 


Mr. MURPHY: [| strongly approve 
of the motion for adjournment, because 
it will enable us to consider the matter 
in a calmer and more dignified manner 
than is possible this evening. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: It. is 
ulmost a monstrous thing that in the 
second or third week of the sesston we 
should be called upon to sit here all night 
to carry new rules of this kind. If we 
were at the close of a long session, and it 
Was necessary that Members should be 
able to get away to attend to their busi- 
nesses, it would be a different matter, 
but there is no urgency whatever in the 
matter now under discussion. There are 
half-a-dozen ways in which the difiiculty 
might have been met without resorting 
to the barbarous and miserable method 
of sitting to this hour of the morning. 
Here we have the First Lord determinedly 
refusing this motion for adjournment 
and at once leaving the House, and you 
will probably find him at this moment 
fast asleep in one of the lobbies. I do not 
grudge him his nap, but I do say that the 
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spectacle of the House sitting till this hour 
in order to carry such a rule as the one 
before us is not creditable, nor will it be 
admired by the general public. If, how- 
ever, there is a determination among new 
Members on the other side of the House 
to have an all-night sitting, I can assure 
them that whatever inferiority the Irish 
Members may exhibit on any other 
question they at any rate can hold their 
own in regard to a matter of that kind. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.): I 
approach the discussion of this question 
under rather peculiar conditions. I 
should like to give my own reasons for 
what I have done, and with patience [ 
should be able generally to state them. 
The first reason why the First Lord of the 
Treasury should consent to an adjourn- 
ment of this debate is the hour of the 
It is now on the point of four 
o’elock, and many hon. Members have 
been in this House since twelve o'clock, 
or at any rate since between two o'clock 
and three o'clock. 


An Hon. MEMBER : 
in ? 


Mr. JORDAN: I had the honour to 
get in myself at about six o’clock. These 
long sittings lead to extreme weariness 
of mind and body, especially when we are 
compelled to remain in this House dis- 
cussing such a question as this at four 
o clock in the morning. Another reason 
for the adjournment is that the publie do 
not know at this hour of the morning 
what is being done in the House. Every- 
body knows there is no reporting going 
on now, especially at this hour of the 
morning. for the English papers will not 
report anything, and I suppose all the 
morning papers have gone to press. 
Therefore the public do not know what 
is being done in the House of Commons. 
Then there is another reason—somebody 
said that the First Lord of the Treasury 
had gone out to have a nap. I am sure 
no one begrudges htma nap. I do think, 
however, that it is cruel on the part of 
the First Lord of the Treasury to keep 
this House open up to this hour of the 
morning. It is cruel to keep the atten- 
dants here to this hour, because all the 
servants of the House, both female and 
male, will be required here to-morrow 
again at twelve o'clock to attend to their 
I have nothing to say against 


When did you get 
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the policemen of the place; from what I 
have heard, I believe that the policemen in 
the discharge of their duty the other night 
did it in as tender a manner as they 
possibly could. Therefore I think, out 
of consideration for the policemen of the 
place, this House ought to adjourn. 
Then there are the higher officials. 
There are the gentlemen at the Table, 
and I should not wonder if their minds 
are becoming a little clouded, and I 
should not be surprised if they made 


mistakes like other fallible and sleepy | 


creatures. Then, I have often wondered 
since I came into this House at the en- 
durance of Mr. Speaker in the Chair. 
I have said over and over again about 
the present occupant of that position, 
as I said about the late occupant, how 
they can endure to sit in that Chair from 
three o'clock in the afternoon to twelve 
at night I cannot understand. Here 
you are, Mr. Speaker, sitting in that 
Chair at four o’clock this morning, and 
the First Lord of the Treasury has no 
sympathy with you, and no compassion 
for the position in which you are placed. 
I will not use any harsh phrase about the 
right hon. Gentleman, but if he takes all 
these things into consideration | think 
he ought to adjourn this debate in order 
to allow the officials of the House and the 
hon. Members of this House to go home 
and try to get a few hours sleep before 
they come back here again inthe morning. 
I would make a further appeal to him on 
these grounds. There are several old 
men in this House, and we old men are 
expected to remain here to discharge our 
duties as long as the House sits. I do not 
think it is fair for men of my age to have 
to do this, and I do appeal to him to 
adjourn the consideration of this question 
for the sake of the old men in this House 
who are trying to discharge their duty 
to the country. I press these considera- 
tions upon him, and [ cannot understand 
how it is that he remains so obdurate. 
The right hon. Gentleman is not going to 
make much out of the course he is taking, 
for it will tend to irritate and not con- 
ciliate us, and it will act in such a way 
that we shall take every opportunity to 
retard business if we are not dealt with 
in a spirit of compromise and conciliation 
instead of in a spirit of irritation. I have 
always entertained a high opinion of the 
First Lord of the Treasury for his kindly 
Mr. Jordan, 
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;sympathy, but I am amazed that his 
‘usually gentlemanly bearing and sym. 
pathy seem to have been suppressed to- 
night, and he is probably showing his 
rougher human nature in compelling the 
Members and the officers of this House 
to remain here simply to gratify his 
determination to have his will and his 
way. He sets up his will and way against 
| the wishes of a large section of this House 
of Commons. He says, in fact, ‘‘ You must 
| give way to me,and I must have myway.” 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
| I think this is one of the most protracted 
| discussions on a mere question of ad- 
| journment of the debate that I have ever 
| listened to, and the reason it has been 
so protracted has been that we are 
|anxious to give the Government time 
'to make up their mind what they will do. 
| A number of Irish Members have already 
shown a great faculty of addressing the 
House at length upon subjects very 
‘limited in their scope, and I have been 
delighted to listen to my hon. friend 
'who has just sat down, and who 
has been almost the hero of the 
recent episode in this House. — [‘ Oh.” 
|All I can’ say is, that if the 
hon. Gentleman who thinks it right to 
‘say “Oh!” and who knows nothing 
about the hon. Member of whom I am 
speaking—if he who says “Oh!” in that 
manner—if by the time he has been as 
long in the House as my hon. triend, and 
has attracted to himself something like 
the degree of respect which my_ hon. 
friend has, then he will be entitled to 
congratulation. We have been watching 
with interest, which is very unusual, the 
process which has kept us to-night. It 
is like that sort of peep-shows where 
you can see through a glass a colony of 
ants or bees engaged in their work. We 
have seen an endeavour being made to 
come to some sort of arrangement of 
business which will enable us not only 
to get home, but to escape anything like 
hurry or pressure in passing this most 
important motion, and also of providing 
adequately for the fulfilment of our 
duties on another day. I hope the right 
hon. Gentlemen have been able to arrive 
at some sort of conclusion. There has 
been a considerable disposition on this 
side of the House to meet the right 
hon. Gentleman. [Hon. Members: Oh!] 
Again, the hon. Gentlemen who say 
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“Qh!” do not know what has been done. 
I certainly hope that it has not been 
without effect, but if it has not, I think 
the best course to pursue would be for 
the House to take a division on the 
motion for adjournment, and then let 
us go on with the debate on the main 
que stion. 

*Mr. LAMBTON (Durham, 5S.E.): 
We used the word * Oh!” over here ; and 
if the right hon. Gentleman wishes to 
know why I said ** Oh!” I will tell him. 
It was because the right hon. Gentleman 
seemed to upho!d the hon. Members who 
the other night disobeyed the Chair and 
created the scene. 

Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERM AN : 
I never said anything of the sort. 

*Mr. LAMBTON: The right hon. 
Gentleman said that the last speaker 
was a hero. By that he meant to infer 
that the other Gentlemen with whom 
the hon. Member acted were also heroes. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I said he was the hero of an episode. He 
was the Member who was wrongfully 
punished by the House, and to whom 
the House had to apologise. 

*Mr. LAMBTON: If the right hon. 
Gentleman regards the episode as in any 
way heroic Lam sorry for his idea of 
heroism. [ appeal to the First Lord of 
the Treasury to put an end to this 
unseemly debate: he has the power, and 
for the honour ot the House I hope he 
will use it. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I would not have intervened in this 
debate were it not that I realise so fully 
how important it is. I feel that the 
most careful consideration should be 
given to the Amendment now before 
the House. It seems to me that there 
is no necessity for the rush with which 
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the right hon. Gentleman seems desirous 
of planting this new rule on the House. 
It is very easy in times of excitement, 
when Members’ minds are impression- 
able, and in times of panic, to propose 
legislation because hon. Members fear 
that if that is not accepted other con- 
sequences will ensue. But the time 


-may come when hon. Gentlemen may 


find themselves in the position in which 
we on this side of the House are at pre- 
sent. I think it is not in any sense of 
the word an unreasonable thing that 
more time should be given for the con- 
sideration of this great constitutional 
change, and that the House should be 
allowed to adjourn. For my part, I 
confess I cannot take any lengthy part 
in the debate. I was travelling all 
night, and I have not been in bed since 
the night before last. But I think I 
should avail myself of the ordinary 
privilege of the man in the street and 
get to bed in good time. I was not 
present at the incident the other night, 
and consequently Iam all the more free 
to express my opinion as to the course 
which should be adopted in regard to 
that important event. I cannot but 
feel that the right hon. Gentleman has 
been badly advised in pressing on this 
rule at this very early hour of a new day. 
It is an attempt to gag us in this House 
under the thin guise of a new rule. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman is travelling from the 


' subject before the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, * That the Question 
be now put.” 

Question put, “ That the Question be 
now put.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 233 ; Noes, 
117. (Division List No. 45.) 


AYES 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashmead- Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alex. 


Bill, Charles 
' Bond, Edward 


3alearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds 
Balfour,Maj. KR(Christchureh 
Bartley, George C. T. Carlile, William Walter 
Bathurst, Hon. 
Seach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Allen B. Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C W( Derbyshire) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen( Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
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Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 

Cc ranborne, Viscount 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dic -kson- Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William T. 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
cons Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Fr inlay, Sir Robert Bannat vue 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
a Henry W illiam 
Gartit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(Cityof Lon. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon,Hn..J.E. NE lgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, Ss.) 

Gordon,MajEvans.(‘T’rH'ml’ts 

Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 

Goschen, Hon. George J. 

Graham, Henry Robert 

Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 

Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville. Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 

Guthrie. Walter Murray 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 

Hambro, Charles Eric 

Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 

Hamilton,Mary.of( Lond'de my 

Hardy. Laurence( Kent, Ashf rd 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F Leverton(‘Tynemouth 

Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 

Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 

Heaton, George Henniker 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, “Alexander 

Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 

Hope,J. F(Shettield, Brightside 

Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 

Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,Capt.J( Kent, Faversh 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,Chas.P. (Glouc. Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

John 


Boland, 
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Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, (William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W (Salop. 
Keswick, William 
Knowles, Lees 
pou we Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee,CaptA H. (Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leizh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W.( Evesham) 
Long, RtHnWalter( Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M ‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, RtHnSir HE (Wigton 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
MilnerRt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Milton, Viscount 
Milward, Col. Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore. W — (Antrim, N.) 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nichol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
NOES. 
Boyle, James 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 
Buxton, Syndey Charles 
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Peace,Herbert P eee re 

Pemberton, John S. 

Perey, Ear] 

Pilkington, Richard 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 

Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S 

Ratcliffe, R. | 

Reid, Jz _ (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexande 

tenwic Kk, George 

Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ritehie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell. 'T. W. 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, RtHn.Col. Edw..J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Charles Hilton(Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward E. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.( Renfrew} 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Rt. Hn. W. EF. D( Strand) 
Stanley,Hn. mg eg? oom kik 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley . Lord (Lanes. 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hn. Humphry Napiet 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Lt-ColA.C. E. (Taunt 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E.( Notts.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams. Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHnJ. Powell-( Bir. 
Willox, Sir Jobn Arehibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E. h.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcester. N.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
W yndh: un, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander( Berks, E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.} 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
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Cogal 
( ‘oly il 
Cond 
Dalzic 
Delan 
Dillon 
Duffy 
Duneé 
Edwa 
Elibar 
Ellis, 
Emm<¢ 
Evans 
Farrel 
Flynn 
Fuller 
(lads! 
(rodde 
(rant 
Griffit 
Hamn 
Hardi 
Harri 
Hayd 
Hayn 
Helm 
Hobhe 
Horni 
Hutto 
Joicey 
Jones, 
Jones, 


(ui 
Debat 


Abrah: 
\llen, 

Ambre 

Atherl 
Beaun 

Bell, | 
Black, 
Blake, 
Boland 
boyle, 

brige, 

road | 
Brown 
srunn 
ryee, 
burke, 
burns, 

UXtol 
Valdwe 
Vampl 
Campl 
Carew. 
Carvill 
Causte 
(Chann 
Cogan, 
Colvill 
Condor 
Dalzie 
Delany 
Dillon, 

Dutty, 
Dunea: 
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Cogan, Denis J. 

(Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Duffy, William .J. 

Dunean, James H. 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, — T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

(ladstone, Rt. HnHerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

(rant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Hardie,.J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Harrington, Timothy 

a. John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, ane Watson 
Hobhouse,C H. (Bristol, E.) 
Horniman, Proderick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, David LB. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 


Question put accordingly, 
Debate be now adjourned.” 


Abraham, Wm. (Rhondda) 
\llen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) 
\mbrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Beaumont, Wenworth C. B. 
bell, Richard 


Black, Alexander William 
Blake. Edward 

Boland, John 

Boy le, James 

Brigg, John 


roadhurst, Henry 

Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
runner, Sir John Tomlinson 
ryee, Rt. Hon. James 
burke, E. Haviland- 

burns, John 

duxton, Sydney Charles 
Valdwell, James 

‘ampbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
(ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick George H. 
Vauston, Richard Knight 
(hanning, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Vondon, Thomas Joseph 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Dutly, William J. 

Duncan, James H. 
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Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJoseghI’.({ Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lloyd- George. David 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 

M* Arthur, William(Cornw all) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morton, Edw. J.C.(Devonport) 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’Brien. K. (Tipperary Mid.) 

O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W 

(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

(’ Kelly ,James(Roscommon,N 

O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

O'Shaughnessy, 


P. J. 


“That the 


AYES. 
Edwards, Frank 


Elibank, Master of 
Ellis, John Edward 


Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, . T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James Patrick 


Flynn, _ ames Christopher 
Fuller, M. F. 

G oli Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. Kei(rMerthyrTydvil 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hobhouse, C. E.H.(Bristol,E. ) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wim. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Layland- Barratt, Francis 
ao Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
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Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, JohnE.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John' 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair ,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Spencer, Rt Hn.C. R( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.} 
Tomkinson, James 
Tully, Jasper 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York,W.R. 
W oodhouse, SirJ'T( Huddersf'd 
TELLERS FOR THE en Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien and Mr. 
Haviland Burke. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 119 ; Noes, 
231. (Division List No. 46.) 


Lloyd-George, David 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘killop, W. (Sligo. North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morley, r a (Breconshire) 
Morton, . . C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, « 

Nannetti, — P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'( ‘onnor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, 'T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (IXKerry, W.) 
O'Kelly, page Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas. cans eal N.) 
OM: illey, William 

O’ Mara, James 

O'Shaughnessy, P. J 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
feckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Kedmond, William (Clare) 
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Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 

Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sinelair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, RtHnC. R.( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
3agot, Capt.JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon, A..J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour,Mjr. K R(Christehureh 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. aria imin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM.H. (Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Sond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
(‘arlile, William Walter 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh. ) 
{‘ecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hu..J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain.J. Austen(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 


Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius L eigh 
(Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Collings, Rt. Hn. Jesse 


Colomb,SirJolhnCharlesReady 


Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cust, Henry John C 


Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies.SirHoratioD.(Chath'm 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore 


Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edw. 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 





Amendment of Standing 


{COMMONS} 


Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings | 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower | 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) | 
Tomkinson, James 

Tully, Jasper 

Williams, Osmond (Merioneth | 


NOES. 


Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finck, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 


Garfit, William 

Gibbs, HnA.G. H.(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon,J(Londonderry,South 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’mlts 
uore, Hon. F. 8S. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim | 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, Walford D.(Wdnsbry. ) 
Greene.SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

(Greville, Hon. Ronald 
(:roves, James Grimble 
(iuest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 





Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mid’x | 
Hamilton, Marq. of( L’donderry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashfd) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’uth | 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 


Hay, Hon, Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 


Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hope,J. F. (Shef’ ld, Brightside | 
Houldsworth, Sir William H. 
Hoult, Joseph 
Sommsktants (Kent, Faversh. 
Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 
Huason, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutton; John (Yorks, N.R.) 


Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kenyon, Hon.Geo, T.(Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 
Knowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. | 
Law, Andrew Bonar | 
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| Woodhouse, SirJT( Hudd'rsf' 


Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 


White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
TELLERS FOR THE AyEs— 
Mr. Caine and Mr. Henry 


Wilson. 


Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee,Capt. AH (Hants. Fareham 
Lezge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- ‘Bennett, Henry Curie 
Leveson-Gow er, FrederickN.§, 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. BR, 
Long, Col. Chas. W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol,S, 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cuimnb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lueas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 


Macartney,; Rt. Hn. W. G.E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Live rpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles ( Liverpool} 
M‘Calmont,Col.J. (Antrim,E. 
M ‘Iver, Sir Lewis (Edinb., W.) 
M‘Killoj, rer ee 
Majendie, James A. 
Malcolm, I: in 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey- Mainwaring,Hn.W.F, 
Maxwell, Rt HnSirH E (Wigt’n 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Middlemore,JohnTbrogm’rt’n 
Milner, Rt. Hn. SirFrederiekG, 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, oe un (Antrim, N.) 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst.) 
Morrell, G eorge Herbert 
nace — Arehibald 
Morton, A. H. A. A. (Deptford) 
Mowbray, sis Robert Gray C. 
| Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt og A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nic sholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbe rtPike(Darlingt’n 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Perey, Earl 

Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
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Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 


Ratcliffe, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
tenwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritehie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 


sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 








Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Scott, Sir S. (Marvlebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Ainendment of Standing 


sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles | 


Saunderson,Rt. Hn. Col. Edw.J | 
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Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward J.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Win. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 


Valentia, Viscount 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 


Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
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Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E.(Tauntn 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Rt. HnJPowell(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Woreestersh. N.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Young, Commander (Berks, E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Amendment again proposed— 


“In line 7, to leave out the words ‘ during 
the remainder of the Session,’ and add the 
words ‘for two months.’ ” 


“Question again proposed, ‘‘ That the 
words ‘during the remainder of the 
Session’ stand part of the proposed 
Amendment, as amended.” 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL said that it was 
absolutely necessary that the scope of the 
resolution should be limited if there was 
in the future to be any chance whatever 
that private Members would get an 
opportunity of expressing their views ; 
therefore he had much pleasure in sup- 
porting the Amendment of the hon. 
for Northampton. He _ re- 
gretted exceedingly that the right hon. 
tentleman the First Lord of the Treasury 
iad shown no desire to accept any of the 
various 


Member 


Amendments or 


that had been made with the object of 
fast in character. The hon. Member 
Irish constituencies had 
endeavoured to get the right hon. Gentle- 


representing 


but he had refused to allow any Amend- 











man to agree to more elastic proposals, | 
ment of the drastic resolution which was | 


particularly unfortunate that the right 


hon. Gentleman should have proposed 
such a resolution, and in the second to 
wish to carry this struggle on in order 


to force it upon the House. It was not 


'a good thing to legislate in a time of 


panic, but that was practically what 
the of the 
amounted to. They had become alarmed 
at this ebullition of feeling, and in their 


proposal Government 


panic they had come down with this 
drastic resolution and insisted that it 
should be carried right away. When 
an English Member of Parliament of the 
eminence of the hon. Member for North- 


‘ampton came forward with a moderate 


proposal limiting the scope of this drastic 
change it ought to receive very careful 
consideration before it was rejected. 
The operation of this new rule was 
intended solely for the Irish Members, 
and as an Irish Member he protested 
against it being passed. Irish Members 


‘came to that House todo their duty, 


suggestions | 


rendering this resolution not so hard and | 


| for 


of the session. 


clothed with as much authority as any 
Members of the House, and they would 
not be. prevented trom doing so. He 
appealed to the Members of the House 
to consider what they were doing before 


ior East Mayo and other hon. Gentlemen | they gave the unlimited power conferred 


by the resolution. He urged them to re- 
flect upon what it would mean to dis- 
franchise a constituency for six months 
If the Irish Members were 


suspended and removed from the House 
bef . x by main force, unless some further rule 
tore the House. In the first place it was| was made to prevent them from applying 


the Chiltern Hundreds, they would 
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apply and resign their positions in the) Mr. TULLY: I think the question 
House and go back to their constituencies, of the penalty is one to which the House 
with the absolute certain knowledge! should give a good deal more attention 
that, in spite of the resolution by which | th ie hen i a 

airs se. van can be given at this hour 
they were suspended, they would be sent! ; 2 : 
back again. The result would be that ; of the morning [4.50]. We have to 
the resolution would become practically ; Choose between two courses—whether 
inoperative. Under the Standing Orders , the penalties are to be the heavy ones 
a Member now could be suspended for a| proposed by the Government, or the 
week, a fortnight, or a month. The) much milder penalties proposed by the 
hon. Member for Northampton made hon. Member for Northampton. It 
a moderate proposal that the long limit! 
of one month should be extended to two ; 
surely that was drastic enough. There 
had not been a case for many years 
where the suspension hadbeen for a ment could be greater than the offence. 
month; even in 1881 and 1893 the I say that under this new rule it is quite 
longest suspensions were one week. possible that the punishment can be 
He suggested that the rule should be 
left as it stood, with the extreme limit for 
suspensions one month, but’granting that 
special cases required special treatment, 
and that it might be necessary to provide 
against similar outbreaks to that which other night, by the action taken by the 
occurred on the previous Tuesday, it was Government of the day,and that Member, 
not fair to the public who elect the who in other respects and at other 
Member to say, on a motion from the times may be an observer of law and 
Chair, that that man should be suspended order, giving his best attention to the 
for the rest of the session. The Amend- promotion of the business of the House, 
ment of the hon. Member for Northamp- might be subjected to the same punish- 
ton was a moderate one, and should ent as a Member who had plotted 
commend itself to the earnest attention ay organised resistance. I say that in 
ofthe House. It seemed to him thata 4 ease like that there should be some 
good deal of the freedom which they had differentiation between the Members. 
been trying to confer upon other The Member who is drawn into the affair 
peoples of the world they were willing as the result of a mere outburst of 
to take from the Members of their passion should not be treated with the 
own House. He most strongly and same severity as a Member who entered 
earnestly supported the Amendment pro- | jt ag a matter of calculation. 
posed by the hon. Member for Northamp- 
ton. Heassuredthe Government that he | ; : 
felt that in this matter a very vital prine _*Mk. SPEAKER: The hon, Member 
ciple, and, in fact, the cardinal principle, 18 not addressing himself to the Amend- 
of liberty was at stake. Whether or not ment. There is no question of differen- 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of tial treatment before the House. 
the House saw his way to accede to the 
Amendment the Irish Members would 
take every opportunity open to them 
within the rules of debate to press on 
the attention of this unwilling Parlia- months would be a more equitable 
ment the claims of the country which punishment for any offence that might 
they come here to represent. Whether itte ‘ > yaoue punish- 
as the result of new Sales or old rules adi gees wage Ai 80 


they endeavour to stifle the Nationalist : ’ : 
a aa . the entire session. Another point that 
representatives of Ireland, they would 


> . i > ry y > mht ta ~ » 19 e 
find each and every one of them per- |} not covered by the new rule is th 
fectly willing to undergo any punish- question whether, in the event ol & 
ment. _Member being suspended for the entire 
. , ‘ 
LTr. J. P. Farrell. 


was one of the monarchs of England, 
the unfortunate Charles I., who first 
used the expression that the punish- 


,greater than the offence. A Member 
on these benches might in the excite 
ment of the moment be drawn into the 
whirlpool of passion, as was the case the 


Mr. TULLY: I was trying to ex- 
plain the reason why I thought two 


ment put down here of suspension for 
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session, he can 
stituency and resign his seat. 
jsnothing in the Standing Orders on that 
question, and [I do not see that the 
punishment provided by the new rule 


go home to his con- 


There | 


{7 Marcu 1901} 


| 


proposed by the First Lord of the Trea- | 


sry would prevent the resignation of 
Members. I think the proposal of the 
hon. Member for Northampton would 
get rid of any difficulty, and would not 
be so likely to provoke the resignation 
of Members. If the severer punishment 
should be adopted you will force Members 
to apply for the Chiltern Hundreds. 
How are you to prevent that except 
iy some illegal action directed towards 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer ? Are 
veto see the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
uuzzled by the First Lord of the Trea- 
sry, Just as the Under Secretary for 
foreign Affairs is muzzled in the matter 
of supplementary questions? If the 
new rule is carried the First Lord of 
the Treasury will have to arrange by 
some illicit means to prevent the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer from accepting 
the resignation of particular Members. | 
think that will not contribute to the 
dignity of the House, and to the winning 
of public respect for the acts of the 
House. We have in this case to decide 
whether a heavy or a moderate penalty 
is the more effective weapon. In my 
opinion, if you have a heavy penalty it 
will inevitably defeat itself. If you sus- 
pend a Member in the first week of the 
session for the entire session you will 
by that means arouse, not only among 
his own constituency, but among the 
arger public of Ireland, sympathy for 
that Member. We have heard the 
first Lord of the Treasury denouncing 
theap martyrdom. Is he not providing 
‘heap martyrdom by this rule, which 
tas no elasticity about it, and which 
in the case of suspending a Member at 
the opening of the session is bound by 
the very violence of the rule to excite 
sympathy for the Member? I think 
ina case like that the right hon. Gen- 
tleman is not proceeding on the lines 
of prudence or wisdom. I think that a 
moderate penalty is always more effective 
than a drastic measure. A penalty of 
two months is one that would not excite 
very great sympathy for the Member 
who would commit himself in the 


manner that these new rules profess 
In the speeches delivered 


to deal with. 





Order No, 21: 


here to-night by hon. Members on the 
other side we have heard drastic remedies 
called for. One hon. Member seemed 
to be thirsting for the scalps and for the 
blood of the Irish Members. Some of 
them seemed to wish for our perpetual 
imprisonment or imprisonment during 
the session. Certainly some of us 
have been in prison before, and would 
not bother about any further im- 
prisonment inflicted upon us. I sup- 
pose the next drastic remedy called for 
will be one of burning our houses. That 
will be the next remedy applied to Irish 
Members who do not submit with 
sufficient dignity to whatever motions 
the Government of the day seek to bring 
into operation. | think this rule will 
have a much wider application than is 
intended now—to the Irish Members. 
In the Parliament of 1892 hon. Members 
who are now on the Government benches 
were guilty of conduct which merited 
very much more drastic remedies than 
the First Lord of the Treasury is pro- 
posing now. I think hon. Members on 
the other side of the House would be 
well advised if they would look a little 
ahead. They are not likely to be always 
in a majority and to sit on the Govern- 
ment side of the House. The time may 
come when they will sit on this Oppo- 
sition side of the House, when probably 
they will try to resist the measures of 
popular reform, and when probably the 
very weapon they are forging to-night 
will be used against themselves. We 
have heard an hon. Gentleman, who 
spoke in his South African manner, 
ealling for our heads. Probably when 
the hon. Members on the Government 
benches are over on this side of the House, 
some gentleman, speaking with the same 
spirit as that hon. Member, will be calling 
for the heads of the Tories just as they 
are calling now for the heads of the 
Irish Members. Hon. Gentlemen will 
probably regret that they ever forged 
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this instrument, which will be used 
against themselves later on. Liberal 


and Radical Members have to complain 
a great deal of the obstruction of the 
Tory party when Liberals and Radicals 
are in power. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I[ 
must ask the hon. Gentleman to confine 
himself to the Amendment before the 
House. 
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and claimed to move, 
tion be now put.” 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte F. 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. 


Sir Ellis 


John 


Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy | 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Baird, John George Alexander | 


Balearres, Lord 


salfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 


Balfour, RtHnGerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Maj. R.(Christehch. 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 


Amendment of Standing 


rose in his place, 

“That the Ques- now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 2 
(Division List No. 47.) 


{COMMONS} 


105. 
AYES. 
(cordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml'ts | 
Gore, Hon. F. S. Ormsby- 
Goschen,Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, We alfordD( Wednesbury | 
Greene,SirEW (P rySEdnv’ nds 
Grenfell, William ‘Henry 


| Gretton, John 
| Groves, James Grimble 


Guest, Hon. Ivor Churehill 
(iurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 


| Hambro, Charles Eric 


Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midl’x | 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’d’nderry 


Hardy, Lanrence( Kent, Ashf’d 


Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol | 


Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

sill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
‘Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (T'ynem'th 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 


| Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter | 


| Hoult, 


Hope, J. F.(Shef’ld, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 
Joseph 


| Howard,CaptJ (Kent, Faversh. 
| Hozier,Hon. JamesHenryC ecil | 
| Hudson, George Bickersteth | 


‘hamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. | 
| Kenyon-Slaney,Col.W.(Salop. 


( 

Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r. ) 
Chapman, Edward 

Charrington, Spencer 
‘hurehill, Winston Spencer 
‘ochrane, Hon. Thos. H. 


Jesse 


A.E. | 
| Lawrence, 


‘olomb,SirJ ohnCharles Ready | 


( 
( 
Collings, Rt. Hon. 
( 
( 


‘orbett, A. Cameron((lasgow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Brrr e 
Leggs ; 


Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham | 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Rdwin 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
ne: Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bann: tyne 
Fisher, W illiam Hayes 
Fitzroy, HonEdward Algernon 
F letcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 


Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn A.G. H.(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary(St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus lrederick 
Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin Nairn 
Cordon,.J.(Londonderry,South 


Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hon, G. T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee,CaptAH (Hants, Fareham 
Col. Hon, Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry - urrie | 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. Bis 4 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. ' 4 
Long,Col. CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S. | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) | 
Lueas, ReginaldJ.(Portsm’uth | 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (L iverpool) | 
M« ‘almont,( ‘ol. J.(Antrim,E. ) | 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) | 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey-Mainwaring,HnW.F. 








Order No. 21: 9R4 


Question put, “ That the Question be 


19 ; Noes, 


Maxwell, RtHnSirHE(Wi igton 
Maxwell), W.J.H.(Dumfriessh, 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fred. G. 
Milward, Col. Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, Ww illiam (2 Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jassper(Shropshire 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morrell, Georze Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray (, 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, W illiam Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robt. Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Herb. Pike( Darlington) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Perey, Earl 

Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Yialter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John s. 

Ratelitfe, R. I 

Reid, J: — (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Ridley,Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
tussell, T. W 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys,Lieut.-Col. Thos Myles 
Sassoon, Str Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Edw.J 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, CharlesHilton( Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir ‘ems 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edward J.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 


| —. Maxwell, Sir J. M. 


Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
T: bot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Ww m. E. Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
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Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William George 





Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts. ) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, CharlesP.(Glouc. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. 
Black, Alexander W gy 
Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 
boyle, James 
Brigg, John 
Jroadhureat, Henry 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, —— 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
(Cogan, Denis J. 
Colville, John 
(Condon, beng Joseph 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 
Duffy, William J. 
Duncan, James H. 
Edwards, Frank 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, oe T. (Glamorgan 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Flynn, ee Lristopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
G ove bee tt. Hn. Herbert in. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


(Juestion put 


Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Archdale, E ‘dward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashmead- Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. Jolin 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manelr’r 
Balfour, Rt HnG erald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Maj. K. R. (Christeh. 


Bartle bY, George C me 

Bathurst, Hon. AllenBe nj unin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, 


Sir M. M. 





Amendment of Standing 


accordingly. * 


Baird, John George Alexander , 


7 Marcu 1901} 


Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Bir. 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 


Welby, Lt.-Col. A.CE(Taunton | Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E. R.) 


| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


Wilson,J.W.(W orcestersh. N.) 


NOES. 
Grant, Corrie 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Hammond, John 


Hardie, J. K. (MerthyrTydvil) 


Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hay ne, 
Heime, Norval Watson 


Hobhouse, C. E.H.( Bristol, E. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 


Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 
Jones, William (Caruarvonsh.) 


Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kenndy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Arthur, Wm. (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, iat Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 


Francis 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


Murphy, J 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph ( 
Nussey, Thomas Wiilans 
O’Brien, Kx. (Tipperary, Mid) 
(Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
(YConnor,James( Wicklow, W. 
(YConnor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


That the 


words ‘during the remainder of the | 97. 
Session,’ stand part of the proposed 
Amendment, as amended.” 

AYES. 
Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alen. F. Biewood, James 


Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brown. Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, E velyn ( pride Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
( ‘hamberlain, Rt. Hon J. (Birm 


( ‘hamberlain,J.Austen(W ore’r 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

( ‘olomb, SirJohnCharlesReady | 
( ‘orbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow ) 
Cranborne, Viscount 


2t. Hon.Charles Seale- 


Louth, South) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 22 
(Division List No. - 
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; Wortley,Rt. Hon.C. . Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. ¢ 


reorge 

Young,Commander (Ber ks, E. 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Donnell, a (Mayo, S.) 

’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly,James(Roscommon,N 

O'Malley, William 

(Mara, James 

O'Shaughnessy, DV. J. 

Partington, Oswald 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reckitt, Harold James 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond.JohnE. (Waterford ) 

Redmond, William (Clare) § 
tickett, J. Compton 

Roche, John 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 

Sinelair,CaptJohn(Ferfarshire 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR( Northants 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 

Tennant, Harold John 

Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, EF. 

Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 

Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 

Tomkinson, James 

Tully, Jasper 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 

White, Luke (York, E.R.); 

Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 

Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Labouchere and Mr. E. J.C. 
Morton. 


t ; Noes, 


18.) 


Cubitt, Hon. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt, Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, SirWilliam Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


Henry 


Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
F letcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, . 5" William 
Fuller, J. M. 

Garfit, Dacha 
Gibbs,Hn A.G.H(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hn. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
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Gordon,Hn.J. E( Elgin Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, Maj. E. (T’r Haml’ts) 
Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 
<coschen, Hon. George Joachim 
(iraham, Henry Robert 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Gcreene,SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Giretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton,Rt. Hn. LdG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nd rry 
Hardy,Laurence (Kent,Ashfd. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, FLeverton(Tynemouth 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hay, Hon. Claude (ieorge 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hermon Hodge, Robert T. 
Hope,J. F. (Shettield Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir William H. 
Hoult,fJoseph 
Howard,Capt.J.(Kent,Faversh 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry (. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hon. Gee. T.( Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee,Capt. A H( Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long.Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, Jolin Brownlee 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,CharlesP(Glouc. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Soland, John 

Boy!e, James 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Colville, John 

‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 
Delany, William 


Amendment of Standing 
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Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col.J.(Antrim,E.) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J H( Dumfriesshire 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milner, Rt. Hon. SirFrederick& 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworrth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, D. J.(Walthamstow) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray. Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis.\lexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlingt’n 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

tandles. John S. 

Ratelitfe, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 


NOES. 


Dillon, John 
Dutty, William J. 
Dunean, James H. 
Edwards, rank 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Samuel T.(C:lamorgan) 
Farrell James Patrick 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
| Hardie,J Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Harrington, Timothy 
| Hayden, John Patrick 
| Hayne, Kt. Hon.Charles Seale- 
} Helme, Norval Watson 
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Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge) 
titchie, Rt. Hon. ( ‘hasThomson 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. ThosMyles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E.J. 
Scott, Sir S.(Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton(Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward J.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, I’. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Wason, Johr C. (Orkney) 
Webb,Colonel William(reorge 
Welby, Lt.-ColACE(Taunton) 
Welby,sirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) {* 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George: 
Young, Commander( Berks.E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E° 
Horniman, Frederick J. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patriek James 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morton, E. J.C. (Devonport) 
Murpliy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
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Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid | 
O'Brien, Patriek (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. | 
FP: (Liverpool) 
(’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, = ) 
(Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas (Roscommon, N.) | 
Malley, William 
(Mara, James 
(O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Mr. A. J 
the Main Question be 


(Connor, 


Main Question put accordingly, * 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. FP. | 
\ve-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agua vy, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen,Cuas. P.(Gloue., Stroud) 
Alihusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Arehdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
mea Ret. Hon. John 
Bayot, — Joceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, J ames (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W.( Leeds) 
Balfour, Maj. kK. R.(Christel’eh 
Bartley. George (. T 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beekett, Ernest William 
Bell, Riehard 

Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, l, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Brige, John 

Brown, Alex) H.(Shropsh. ) 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Caldwell, James 

Carlile, William Walter 


Cautley, Henry 7 i, 
Cavendish, R. os N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, Y. V. (Derbysh. 


Cecil, Evelyn rs eas; Manor) | 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hu.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington Spencer 
Churchill, Winston oe WY 
Cochrane, oe Thos, H.A.E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colville, John 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glaszow) 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


VOL. 


Amendment of Stunding {7 MA 


BALFOUR claimed, * 


now put.” 


[FoUKTH SEKIEs. } 


RCH 


1901} 


Partington, Oswald 


Pirie, Duncan VY. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roche, John 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick 1.) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Vaylor, Theodore Cooke 


That ; the 


The Louse 


Phat) 51. (Divisi 
AYES 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chathaim 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir Win. Theodore 
Duncan, James H. 
Durning- Lawrence, 
Edwards, Frank 
Elibank, Master of 
Evans, Samuel 'T. (Glamorgan 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edw. Brocklehurst 


Sir Edwin 


Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Rbt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gartit, William + 

Gibbs, Hin. A.GH(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans 
Ciadstone, Rt. Hon. H. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus lredk. 
Gordon, Hn..J E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T rH'ml'ts 
Gore, Hon. PF. S. Ormsby- 

Goschen, Hn.George Joachim- 

Graham, Henry Robert 
Grant, Corrie 

Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 

Greene, SirE W(BryS. Ednv’nds 

Grenfell, William Henry 

Gretton, John 
Grillith, Ellis J. 

4 James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey Thomas Frederick 
H:ambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Rt Wn LordG. ( Mid’ x 

Hamilton, Marq.of( L’donderry 
Hardy, Laurence (kent, Ashfd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, f. Leverton(Tynemoth 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Clande George 


2M 


Alyernon 


Amendment, 


Order No. 21. 990 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, EF. 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. 1.) 
oe James 

Tul lly, « Jasper 

Weir, James Galloway 

W hite, {ieorge (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, HenryJ.( Yorks, W. Lt. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. Labouchere and Mr. 
Broadhurst. 


as amended, be there 
inserted in Standing Order No. 21 
divided :—Ayes, 264 ; Noes. 
m List No. 49.) 


Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Ilanuley 


Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hobhouse,C. E. H.( Bristol, FE.) 
Hope, J.P. (Shett ld, Brightside 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, CaptJ (Kent, Faversh. 
Hozier,Hon..Ji — nryCeeil 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, ¢ une Edwin 
Hutton, Alfred &. (Morley) 


Ikutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 


Jessel, Capt. Herbert’ Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Joicy, Sir James 


Jones, David Brymmor(Swans a 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (De —— 
iKenyon-Slaney, Ce ol. W. Salop 
Keswick, William 

KXnowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Win. 
Law, -vudrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, Capt AH( Hants. Parehan 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. Ry 








Long,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. W ‘alter( Bristol, 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis Willian 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Francis( Lowestoft 
invldd.( Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maelver. David (Live rpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M* Arthur, ( has. (Liverpool) 
M‘ Arthur, Wim. (Cornwall) 
M‘Calmont, Col... Antrim, E. 
M'Crae, George 

M'lver, Sir L. (Edinbureh, 


Lueas, Col. 
Lucas, Ree 


W) 
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Ms >| ay eee gg aim | Platt-Higgins, F rederie k re Maxwell, Sir John M, 
Majendie, James A. H. Plummer, Walter R. Stock, James Henry 
Maleolm, Lan | Powell, Sir Francis Sharp Stroyan, John 
Manners, Lord Cecil | Pretyman, Ernest George Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Manstield, Horace Rendall | Pryee-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward = Talbot, Lord E.(Chichester) 
Massey- Mainwaring. Hn.W.P, | Purvis, Robert Tennant, Harold John 
Maxwell. RtHnSirH EE. Wigt'n | Randles, Johns. Thomas, F. Freeman- opto. 's 
Maxwell, WJH(Dumftriesshire | Rateliffe, R. F. Thomas, J. ‘ "yp latm.,Gower) 
Middle ony: John Throe aoe | Rickitt, Harold James Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fredk. | Reid, Js — s (Greenock) Thornton, Perey M. 
+ pay : e ‘olonel Victor “| Rentoul, James Alexander Tollemae she. Henry James Tl 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis | Kenwie KG reorge Tomkinson, James the 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon | Riekett, J. Compton Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray " 
Moore, William (Antrim, N. Ridley, Hn.M.W.(Stalybridge Tufnell, Col. Edward ’ ment 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) | Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas.Thomson  Valentia, Viscount cate 
Morgan, Dav.J.( Walthamstow | Ropner, Colonel Robert Wanklyn, James Leslie furth 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) Royds, Clement Molyneux Wason,JohnCatheart( Orkney the 
Morrell, (seorge Herbert } Russell, 1. W: We bb. ( ‘ol. Willis un (-eorge with 
Morrison. James \re “rd | Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- — Weir, James (al loway 
Morton, ArthurHfA(Deptford) | Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander Welby,Lt.- Col. ACK( Taunton) Mi 
VMiorton, Edw..J. € he sts | Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) Welby, Sir Chas. E. (Notts) Ha 
Mowbray, Sir Py iyart Gray C4 Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles White, Luke (York, E. R.) (; 
Muntz, Philip A | Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert Whitmore, Chas. Alvernon rs 
Murray, Rt Hn AC ym (Bute | Saunderson, Rt. HnCol. Edw.J. — Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset 
Murrzy, Charles J. (Coventry | Scott,Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) Williams. Rt. Hind Powell-( Bir, Or] 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander | Seely,Charles Hilton(Lincoln) © Willox, Sir John Arehibald 
Nicholson, Willian Graham | Sharpe, William Edward 'T. Wilson, A.Stanley( York. E.R. Also 
Nicol, Donald Ninian } Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, b.) Wilson, John (Glasvory) Order 
(Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) © Wilson, JW.(Worcestersh. N) Bill - 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) | Simeon, Sir Barrington Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- = 
Partington, Oswald | Smith, James “Parke r(Lanarks = Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George Ber 
Paulton, Jaines Mellor Smith, Hen. ¥ VF. D.(Strand) Young, Commander (Berks. E. 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington | Stanley. RtHn.Ch. (Northants The 
Peibe ston, Jolin S. G. | St inley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) TELLERS FoR THE AYES Table 
Percy. Karl } Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) Sir William Walrond and 
P iidieton, Richard | Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) Mr. Anstruther. 
NOES. Rory 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) Hardie, J Neir(MerthyrTydvil | O?Donnell, 'T. (Kerry, W.) K 
\inbrose, Robert Harrington, Timothy O'Kelly, Conor | Mayo, N. FOL! 
Atherley-Jones, L. Hayden, John Patriek (Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N. 
Blake, Edward Jordan, Jeremiah O'Malley, William : 
Boland, John Joyee, Michael (Mara, James HEY 
Boyle, James Kennedy, Patrick Jame (Shaughnessy, 2. J. DELE 
Broadhurst, Henry Labouchere, Henry Power, Patrick Jos eph OA 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 5. MacDonnell, Dr. Mark uA. Reddy, M. ; 
Carew, James Laurence M-Dermott, Patrick Redmond, J. FE. (Waterford Com 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Jamilton McKillop, W. (Sligo, North) Redmond, Williaa (Clare) 
Channing, Francis Alston Mooney, John J Roche, Jolin 
Cogan, Denis J. Murphy, J. Sullivan, Donal ASPAT 
Condon, Thomas Joseph Nannetti, Joseph P. Tully, Jasper 
Delany, William Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) White, George (Nortoll 
Dillon, John (Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid Wilson, HenryJ.(York,W.E.) BARK 
Dutly, William «| (Connor, James( Wicklow,W. TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Farrell, James Patrick (¥Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) Mr. Patrick O'Brien and - 
Hammond, John (YDonnell, John (Mayo, 8.) Mr. Haviland-Burke. BOLT 
Ordered, That if any Member. or turther Question put, be suspended from BOURY 
Members acting jointly, who have been the service of the House during the 
suspended under this Order from the remainder of the Session. BRISTY 
service of the House, shall refuse to obey 
the direction of the Spe aker, when COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO @BRISTE 
severally summoned under the Speaker's CROPS, ETC., BILD. RA 
orders by the Serjeant at-Arms to obey Considered in Committee. BROAD 
such direction, the Speake shall enll (In the Committee. ) Seely 
the attention of the House to the fact ' sad a 
that recourse to torce is Necessary in ( ase I. CHEST] 
Committee report Progress ; to sil 


order to compel obedience to his diree- 
tion, and the Member or Members 
named by him as having retused to obey 
his direction shall thereupon, and without | 


again upon Wednesday, 


\djourned 


before Six of the clock, a.m. 





19th June. DOVE 
DO’ 


VOL, 





at twenty minutes 








999 
a M. 


apier 
ter) 


stings 
ower) 


W.R. 
Cs 


urray 


rkney 
ree 


HiLon) 
tts.) 
R.) 
lon 
mset 
-( Bir, 
ald 
E.R. 
shi.N) 
Wiart- 


oree 


ks, E. 


vES— 
and 


from 
the 


[0 


sil 


nutes 
acl. 





993 Private Bill 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, Sth Murch, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorb CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certi- 
ficates from the Examiners that the 
juther Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bills have been complied 
with :- 








Milford Docks [H.1. }. 

Harpenden District Gas [H.L. |. 

Cork, Blackrock, and Passage Railway 
[H.L.]. 

Otley Gas [H.L. |. 


Also the Certificate that no Standing 
Orders are applicable to the following 
Bill : 

Berwickshire County Town [1.1]. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 
\RLESEY BILL [HLL }. 
BELFAST HARBOUR BILL 


FOLKESTONE CORPORATION 
fii.) 


DIAPER AND COMPANY 
WARRANTS) BILL [H.1.}. 


WATER BILL 


GAS 
| H.L. ]. 
BILL 


HENRY 
DELIVERY 
OAKHAM [H.L.]. 


Committed. 
ASPATRIA, SILLOTH, 
WATER BILL [HLL |. 


BARROW-IN-FURNESS CORPORATION 
BILL [H.L.}. 


BOLTON CORPORATLON BILL 


BOURNEMOUTH CORPORATION 
[H.L. |. 


CORPORATION 
BILL [H.L. }. 


BRISTOL CORPORATION (DOCKS AND 
RAILWAYS, ETC.) BILL [t.1. }. 


AND ST. PETERS 


AND DISTRICT 


[H.L. |. 
BILL 


BRISTOL CEMETERY 


BROADSTATRS 


WATER AND IMPROVEMENT BILL 
H.L. }. 
CHESTERFIELD IMPROVEMENT BILL 


[H.L. |. 
DOVER CORPORATION BILL [1.t.). 
DOVER HARBOUR BILL (11.1. }. 
VOL. XC. 


[FOURTH SERIES. } 


(8 Marcu 1901} 


POULTON-LE-FYLDE GAS BILL 


RUGBY WATER 


SALFORD 
SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL [11.1. }. 


WARKWORTH 
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HANDSWORTH URBAN DISTRICT 


COUNCIL BILL [H.1.}. 
HARROGATE WATER BILL [#.1.}. 


HEYWOOD AND MIDDLETON WATER 


BOARD BILL [It]. 


ISLINGTON AND EUSTON RAILWAY 
BILL § [H.1.]. 
KINGS NORTON AND NORTHFIELD 


URBAN DISTRICT TRAMWAYS BILL 

[H.L. ]. 

LEEDS CORPORATION (GENERAL 

POWERS) BILL) [H.L.}. 

CORPORATION WATER 
[H.L. | 


LEEDS BILL 


LLANELLY HARBOUR BILL [#.1.}. 
MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL ELEC- 
TRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL [H.1. }. 
MANCHESTER CORPORATION BILL 
{H.L. ]. 

MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD BILL [H#.L.}. 
NORTH-EAST LONDON RAILWAY 
BILL. [H:u.]. 
AND CITY 
BILL [H.1.]. 


PICCADILLY RAILWAY 


[H.L. | 
PRESTATYN WATER BILL [Ht]. 
RIPON CORPORATION BILL [1.1]. 


AND IMPROVEMENT 
BILL [HLL]. 
CORPORATION 


BILL [H.L. }. 


SHIELDS BRIDGE BILL [it.}. 


SMETHWICK CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L. ). 


SOUTHVPORT WATER (TRANSFER) BILL 


CHE]. 


CORPORATION WATER 
BILL [1.L. }. 


STOCK PORT 


STRATTON AND BUDE IMPROVEMENT 


BILL [H.L. }. 
HARBOUR 
The 


BILL [HLL |. 


Committed. Committees to be 


proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


ELLAND GAS BILL [HL]. 


ALBION STEAM COAL COMPANY BILL 


(Ho. |. 


FRESHWATER, YARMOUTH, AND NEW 


PORT RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 
Read 2”. 


2N 








995 The Housing Problei - 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETUC. 
TRADE REPORTS. 
Annual Series, No. 2,559. Italy 


(Finances for the year 1900-1901). 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE. 

Annual Reports of proceedings for the 
year 1900, under the Tithe Acts, the 
Copyhold Act, 1894, the Inclosure Acts, 
the Metropolitan Commons Acts, the 
Drainage and Improvement of Land Acts, 
the Universities and College Estates 
Acts, 1858-1898, the Glebe Lands Act, 
1888, etc., ete. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS 
IN RECEIPT OF PUBLIC MONEY. 
Return showing the names of present 

Members of the House of Lords who are 

in receipt of public money from any 

public source, whether in the form of 
salary, pay, pension, or allowance of any 
kind, or who have received commutation 
in respect thereof under the Commuta- 
tion Acts; the amount they receive or 
have commuted, with the amount 
of the commutation money; and the 
name of the office or nature of the service 
for which the money is or has been paid : 
Ordered to be laid before the House. 
~(The Lord Monks irell.) 
PETITION, 
EDUCATION, 

Petition for amendment of the regu- 
lations with regard to Higher Grade 
Schools, and the law with regard to 
Evening Continuation Schools; of the 
School Board for the county borough of 
Ipswich ; ‘read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


THE HOUSING PROBLEM 
GOVERNMENT POLICY. 

*Tue Ear or PORTSMOUTH: My 
Lords, I rise to call the attention of the 
House to a speech delivered by the Lord 
Privy Seal on 18th December in regard 
to the housing of the working classes. 
and to ask His Majesty's Government 
if they intend to introduce any legislation 


‘LORDS! 
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on the subject. The speech of the noble 
Marquess at the head of the Govern. 
ment, to which I would call your atten- 
tion, was delivered at a luncheon in 
connection with the conference of the 
National Union of Conservative and 
Constitutional Associations. It was a 
political occasion, and the noble Marquess, 
in congratulating his supporters upon 
the Conservative victories in London, 
was tempted into recommending the 
housing question for valuable political 
considerations— 


(overnment Policy. 


“fam afraid,” he said, “that if you look 
carefully you will find that such Radicalism 
as still remains attaches to those districts of 
London, unfortunately still too large, where 
what is called the great question of the housing 
of the poor is living and burning.” 


The noble Marquess knows his own 
party better than I do, but, even if it were 
true, it seems hardly considerate to his 
own party for the noble Marquess to 
state so frankly that the Tory party is 
only able to contemplate a moral ques- 
tion through the spectacles of political 
advantage. 

But. my Lords, is it true that the 
middle-class constituencies are the only 
centres of Conservatism, and that it is 
only in the degraded warrens of the poor 
that Radicalism exists? Many, in my 
opinion too many, villa holders are 
profoundly impressed with a sublime- 
almost a touching—reverence for the 
opinions of London Society, and no 
political organisation has utilised and 
manipulated this weakness with more 
astuteness and ability than the Primrose 
but the great force of Con- 
servatism in the metropolis is not all 
respectability or gentility. There are 
a few London constituencies where the 
villa interest is undoubtedly predominant, 
but that is not the popular boast of 
the Tory party. The Conservative party 
exultantly point to the great array of 
Conservative Members who come from 
the populous and poor parts of London. 
They are sent to Parliament—as any 
election agent knew—through the in- 
fluence of the public-house. Those 
who live in miserable dwellings are the 
best customers of the gin palace. 

Drink and overcrowding—the slum 
lord and the liquor lord—are closely 
allied. © How can immoderate liquor 
drinking be suppressed when people live 
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under conditions which sap vitality— 


whose discomfort and squalor impel a 
search for out-side relief? If you look 
at other countries you will find this 
corroborated. The most congested dis- 
triets of New York are the regal domains 
of liquordom. In one place 148 saloons 
are situated within a space 514 yards long 
by 375 yards wide. In Edinburgh, 
st. Giles’ Ward, which contains one- 
eeventh of the population of the city and 
one-third of its total crime, has within 
its limits 127 drinking places. It is upon 
the gin palace that what is called modern 
Conservatism rests in London. In the 
districts where the worst congestion and 
social degradation exists you have Con- 
servative representation. I do not say, 
[do not wish for one moment to be sup- 
posed to infer that the Conservative 
gentlemen who represent these con- 
stituencies in Parliament have any sym- 
pathy with these social evils, but they 
are controlled by forces stronger than any 
amiable intentions of their own. They 
cannot, without the vigorous support and 
assistance of their own leaders, confront 
their most valuable allies. Lf anything 
is meant by the language of the noble 
Marquess when he says, speaking of the 
housing problem— 

“T would recommend this, that there is no 
surer guide to the Conservative party in trying 
to maintain and improve their hold on public 
opinion in London than that they should 
devote all the power they possess to getting 
rid of that which is really a scandal to our 
civilisation.” 
| presume it means that the noble Mar- 
quess is prepared to educate his own 
party on this subject, and for political 
reasons, and under the threat of political 
consequences, to interfere with vested 
interests and monopolies which are as 
much an incubus as they are a support 
to the Tory party. If the noble Mar- 
quess had not, by a most sublime flight | 
of political imagination, endeavoured to 
make all the respectable and well-to-do 
classes his supporters, and all the disre- 
putable his opponents, I should not | 
have introduced the political element, 
which I gladly leave. 

But let us for a while at least forget | 
party politics. On no question is there | 
4 ore unanimous expression of opinion 
as to urgency. On 3rd March, 1900, 
His Majesty, at the opening of the 
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housing question in its true light as a 
matter of national importance. Speaking 
on that occasion His Majesty said— 

“It is to be feared that the very Acts de- 
signed to combat existing evils may themselves 
give rise to results which were not foreseen ; 
but one thing is certain, that the difficulties 
have to be surmounted. I am satisfied not 
only that the public conscience is awakened 
on the subject, but that publie opinion 
demands, and will demand, vigorvus action in 
cleansing the slums which disgrace our ecivilisa- 
tion, in the erection of good and wholesome 
dwellings such as those around us, and ‘in 
meeting the difficulties of providing house- 
room for the working classes at reasonable 
rates by easy and cheap carriage to not distant 
districts where rents are reasonable.” 


[ do not feel that I need occupy your 
Lordships’ time by enumerating the 
opinions of other no less competent 
authorities as to the pressing importance 
of the matter. The Commission of 
which the noble Marquess was a member 

-I well remember it, for he cross- 
examined me as a witness—went very 
exhaustively into the subject in 1884, 
and brought to light a terrible condition 
of things. Since then little or nothing 
has been done by Parliament, and 
whatever has been done—apart from 
private enterprise, such as the work of 
the industrial companies, the Guinness 
Trust, and last, but by no means least, 
Lord Rowton—has been done by the 
County Council. 

As to the solution of this problem by 
private agencies, it would not be adequate. 
The present cost of building is in London 
great that no industrial company 
having to pay a reasonable profit to its 
shareholders could erect buildingsto let at 
such rents asthe really poor can pay. All 
that private enterprise can do at the pre- 
sent moment is to level up the standard 
of comfort of the better class of artisans. 
This question, of course, touches the 
great provincial cities, such as Glasgow, 
Liverpool, and Birmingham; but I 
shall confine my remarks to London, 
with which I happen to be practically 
acquainted. 

London presents a fourfold problem. 
There is the seafaring London, the 
great and irregularly employed popula- 
tion of the waterside, who serve the 
shipping ; there is the large class who 
serve the public departments; there 
are those, great and small, who earn 
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commercial centre ; and lastly, there are 
those who belong to the numerous manu- 
factures carried on in London. It is 
to be wished that many, or that some 
at least, of the London manufacturers 
could see their way to move their works 
out of London, and so relieve the con- 
gestion ; but this must be a very partial 
and a very slow remedy, for external 
pressure, if it were to be enforced, 
would involve most serious questions 
of compensation, and it is, of course, 
somewhat idle for outsiders to theorise 
as to what the effect of removing a 
particular trade would be upon that 
trade. Since the Royal Commission 
sat, all these great classes of population 
have increased, and they are still in- 
creasing. In all directions of life we see 
a tendency to concentration, and in 
no case does this apply more forcibly than 
in respect to London. Every year, 
therefore, that the matter is allowed to 
drift increases the difficulty. The people 
are every year raising against them- 
selves the value of property. The neces- 
sity of the poor becomes the opportunity 
of the landlord. A house in Southwark 
let twenty-five years ago for 8s. a week 
is now let for 15s. a week. Certain 
two-roomed cottages in the same neigh- 
bourhood have risen within the last 
twenty years from 3s. 6d. to 7s. per week. 
In Camberwell there are houses which 
are let out to three separate tenants, 
each of whom occupies them for only eight 
hours out of the twenty-four, and in 
the same neighbourhood when a house 
was recently advertised for letting there 
were seventy-three applications before 
noon on the morning when the advertise- 
ment appeared. It may be said that 
such instances as these are exceptional. 
Unless something be done, and done 
promptly, they will not long be ex- 
ceptional. 

The point is that the rise in rent, 
though varying in different localities 
and varying much under different 
ownership, has been practically universal. 
Other houses in the districts I have 
quoted have risen during the last few 
years 25 per cent. In Soho the rise 
has been about 16 per cent. In the Isle 
of Dogs—one of the poorest districts of 
London—rents for houses have increased 
50 per cent. Even the Peabody Build- 
ings have been recently obliged to raise 


Th Karl of Portsmouth. 


(LORDS} 








frovernment Policy. 


1000 


their average price per room about 


6 per cent. Exorbitant rents involve 
and are closely connected with the 
questions of overcrowding. At least 
one-tenth, or, say, 400,000 people in 
London live in single rooms. Between 
3,000 and 4,000 live eight or more in a 
room, and nearly 30,000 live six or more 
inaroom. ‘There is an enormous class— 
a very poor class—earning from 6s. to 
9s. a week—the women who make boxes. 
artificial flower makers, belt and un- 
brella makers, paper bag and_ sack 
makers, and workers at kindred jin- 
dustries. who live and work and eat and 
sleep with their children in a single 
room, and out that wage their 
helplessness and necessity oblige them to 
pay a rent of 3s. to 4s. a week. 


of 


* There a single sordid attic holds the living 
and the dead ; 
There the smouldering tire of fever creeps 
across the rotted floor, 
And the crowded couch of 
warrens of the poor.” 


incest in the 
These words do not partake of the nature 
of exaggeration. I see the right rev. 
Prelate the Bishop of Winchester in 
his place to-night, and | feel sure that if 
he takes part in this discussion he will 
corroborate when | that the 
numerous devoted clergymen and lay 
workers who consecrate their lives to 
the poor are daily brought face to face 
with this terrible condition of things. 
Taking London as a whole, the average 
number of persons per acre is 58°76, the 
death-rate 18:4, and the insanity rate 
1°9. Taking individual districts. St. 
George’s-in-the-East has a population per 
acre of 194°69, a death-rate of 27-4. 
and an insanity rate of 6°95; Bethnal 
Green, a population per acre of 171°07, 
a death-rate of 24°1, and an insanity 
rate of 6°7: Holborn, a population per 
acre of I&86°24, a death-rate of 2777. 
and an insanity rate of &°2; whilst 
the Strand, which is quite a preserve 
of the Conservative party, has a popu- 
lation per acre of 143°26, a death- 
rate of 30°0, and an insanity rate ot 
11-0. Perhaps the Strand is one ot 
the most lurid examples, the persons per 
acre being nearly three times the average 
of London, the death-rate nearly double, 
and the insanity rate nearly six times as 


me Say 


high. In London we are confronted 
with the strange and extraordinary 
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anomaly that, under present conditions, 
ys a district grows poorer its rents 
become higher. The properties in slum 
neighbourhoods yield a far larger return 
than the same investment in higher- 
dass residential estates, and | find upon 
investigation that a six-roomed house in 
the poorer quarters of South and East 
London, such as Bermondsey and Beth- 
nal Green, averages 36s. a week—£93 10s. 
a year—while the rents and rates com- 
bined of well-built eight-roomed villa 
houses In the suburban districts, fitted 
with baths and possessed of small gar- 
dens, do not exceed £60 a year. 

At the time of the Housing Com- 
mission it was ascertained that the rents 
of the London poor averaged one-fourth 
of their income. My own cottage rents 
in the country, as I have no doubt is the 
case on Many other estates, bear a pro- 
portion of at most one-eighth, in many 
eases One-tenth, to the wages of their 
vecuplers. There is no sacred call to 
meourage private capital to be invested 
in slum property in London. There are 
plenty of persons who, fortifying them- 
selves under a partial knowledge of 
political economy, complacently recon- 
cle their consciences with their desire for 
high returns for their money so invested. 
Moreover, these property — sweaters. 
or slum landlords, enjoy in London, 
wider the present happy 
immunity from the pressure of public 
opinion. The great estates in the 
country are before the world and before 
the public. I do not say that there is no 
room for improvement, but speaking 
broadly, and speaking, I think, the 
truth, public opinion acting upon local 
authorities would prevent owners of 
property sweating their tenants as they 
do in London; and lastly, but by no 
means least, if a country landlord does 
not provide suitable cottages for the 
labourers, he will not be able to keep his 
tenants, for we all know that farmers 
have now, like every other employer, to 
consider their labour if they wish to carry 
on their business satisfactorily. But 
these slum landlords are a subterranean 
Neither the tenants nor the 
public know who they are, and so they 
wre exempt from the only influence 
which appeals to them—the fear of public 
opinion and the terror of legislative 
Interference. 


system, a 


class. 
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The borough of West Ham, conscious 
of this evil, did apply to the Local 
Government Board for powers to compel 
registration of all ownership of house 
property within their borough, but the 
Local Government Board—I think un- 
wisely—retused permission, adopting the 
attitude they have recently displayed in 
the singularly unsympathetic replies of 
the President of the Local Government 
Board to questions put to him by various 
Members of the House of Commons. | 
am glad to see my noble friend the 
Marquess of Northampton in his place 
this evening, and I hope that he will 
join in my appeal to His Majesty's 
Government to take this matter in hand 
at onee. It would be most unfair to 
class the great landlords of London with 
the slum owners. Speaking from my 
experience as a director of the Artisans’ 
Company, I can tell your Lordships that 
the late Duke of Westminster, the Duke 
of Bedford, and the noble Lord the 
Marquess of Northampton’s predecessor, 
have shown their public spirit in selling 
land below the market value. Indeed, 
my Lords, it would be impossible for in- 
dustrial dwellings to be built in Central 
London unless the great landlords recog- 
nised it to be their duty to give facilities 
for housing the industrial classes upon 
their properties. I entirely repudiate 
the idea that anyone but the head of the 
Government can deal effectively with 
this question, but with your Lordships’ 


kind indulgence I would venture to 
make some definite suggestions for 


legislative action. 

In the first place, I suggest the ex- 
tension of the time for the repayment of 
loans. At present thirty years is the 
period of repayment outside London. 
It is admitted that the working classes 
must be housed outside London. At 
a great Housing Conference at Bristol 
it was universally agreed that the 
period for the repayment of building 
loans, under Part ILI. of the Act of 1890, 
ought to be extended to sixty years. 
Mr. Balfour’s proposal of main arteries 
along which motor powers could bring 
people in is impracticable, owing to the 
cost of the compensation, trade  dis- 
turbances, ete., which it would involve. 
Secondly, the railway companies should 
-be made to afford their third-class 
| passengers identical commercial,. privi- 
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leges with their first and second-cla: 
passengers in the shape of season tickets. 
If a third-class passenger on the London, 
Brighton, and South Coast Railway, 
the London, Chatham, and Dover Rail- 
way, the Great Eastern Railway, and the 
Great Northern Railway, who is not in a 
position to avail himself of workmen’s 
trains, travels daily to and fro between 
two stations, he pays by the end of the 
year as much as a first-class season 
ticketholder. Thirdly, if the County 
Council is to make prudent provisions 
for housing the population, it must be 
able to acquire land for housing pur- 
poses independently of immediate re- 
quirements. Under the existing law, 
unless building operations are begun by 
a certain time, the land has to be parted 
with. 

My fourth suggestion is the enforce- 
ment of the existing powers of the sanitary 
authorities to abate overcrowding. which 


would stimulate the erection of better 
accommodation. — | will give your Lord- 
ships a concrete case. The County 
Council on 14th December, 1897. made 


a complaint to the Loeal Government 
Board against the late vestry of Bethnal 


Green. They also sent a copy of the 
Public Health Committee's report. In 
January, 1898, after the vestry had had 


an opportunity of sending in their obser- 
vations on the report, formal complaint 
was made that the vestry had made 
default in executing the provisions of 
Section 94 of the Public Health (London) 
Act, 189]. The vestry then wrote to 
the Local Gover sae Board to the effect 
that one ot ee e-laws—No. 2—pro- 
vided that the should not apply 
to a lodging-house if and so long as the 


bye ie 


vestry deemed it unnecessary to register 
such a lodging-house ; and the vestry 
proceeded to state that they did not see 
that much practical benefit would result 
from registration. ‘The Council. in reply, 
pointed out to the Local Government 
Board that the vestry had registered no 
houses at all. and that the section which 
it was the duty of the vestry to enforce 
was, seven years alter the commencement 
of the Act, entirely inoperative in Bethnal 
Green, and consequently that they were 
guilty of a default within the meaning 
of Section 101. The Local Government 
Board replied that the vestry were not in 
default, and, further, when requested 
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under counsel’s advice to compel the 
vestry to make valid bye-laws or to 
appoint the Council to perform § such 
duty, they announced that the bye-law 
was not an invalid one, and, further, 
refused to receive a deputation from the 
Council on the subject. This action of 
the Local Government Board practically 


rendered Sections 94 and 101 of the 
Public Health (London) Act a dead 
letter. Section 94 provides that— 


“ Every sanitary authority shall make and 
enforce such bye-liws as are ng for the 
following matters, that is to say: (a) For 
fixing the number of persons who may oceupy 
a house or part of a house whieh is let in lot, 
ings or occupied by members of more than one 
family, and for the separation of the sexes in 
a house that is so let or occupied ; (4) for the 
registration of houses so let or occupied ; (¢) 
for the inspection of such houses ; (/) for en- 
foreing drainage for such houses, and for pro- 
moting cleanliness and ventilation of such 
houses.” 


re 


Section 101 provides that— 


*(1.) Where complaint is made by the County 
Council to the Local Government Board that 
a sanitary authority have made default in 
executing or enforcing any provision which it 
is their duty to execute or enforce of this Act 
or of any bye-laws made in pursuance thereot, 
the Local Government Board, if satisfied after 
the inquiry that the authority have been guilty 
of the alleged default and that the complaint 
cannot he remedied under the other provisions 
of this Aet, shall make an Order limiting a 
time for the performance of the duty of sueh 
authority in the matter of such complaint. If 
such duty is not performed by the time 
limited in the Order, the Order may he 
enforced by writ of mandamus, or the Local 
Government Board may —_ the County 
Council to perform such duty. (2.) Where sucli 
appointment is made, the C ounty Council shall, 
for the purpose of the execution of their 
duties under the said pa nt, have all 


the powers of the defaulting — sanitary 
authority.” 
Those two sections are, therefore, of vital 


importance in the matter of overcrowding 
and sanitation. 

Fifthly, whichever look at 
it. we cannot ignore the fact that 
the question of rent is a very prac 
tical and serious one. Any way, there- 
fore, by which we can reduce rent 
legitimately is of first importance. We 
must look, 1 will not say for the entire 
solution, but for very considerable assis- 
tance in remedying the evils, to municipal 
action. At the present moment the 
London County Council, by a special 
clause in its Money Act, is enabledjwhen 
making a great street improvement 
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involving the clearance of a large area, 
to hold the ground rents created by the 
leasing of the surplus or cleared land 
under improvement schemes as security 
for its sinking fund. The financial effect 
of this is very great. Take the Holborn 
and Strand improvement as an illustra- 
tion. The cost of clearing the site. of 
purchasing all the trade interests. of 
making the new street, of rehousing 
elsewhere the labouring people displaced 
is estimated at £4.700,000. The com- 
mercial value of the surplus land. after 
making the street, if realised by the sale 
of the ground rents created at twenty-six 
years purchase, is estimated at £4.000,000, 
and in such case the Council would have 


to pay the sinking fund in the difference of 


of £700,000. But under the exemption 
to which I have alluded. the Council 
will be able to hold the ground rents 
ereated on the surplus property as security 
for the sinking fund. The = estimated 
annual value of the ground rents. is 
£152,000. The interest on £4.700.000 
at 3 per cent. is £141,000. Instead. 
therefore, of there being a loss of £700,000 
on which the Couneil would pay interest 
in the sinking fund, it will realise the 
difference in annual revenue of a profit 
of £11,000 a year, being the difference 
between £152,000 and £141,000. 


In the case of land bought for housing 


, purposes the Council has to pay sinking 


lund on the purchase money and interest 
on the cost of the houses erected pon 
it. Ido not see why the Council should 
pay sinking fund on the property thus 
bought and built on and let out to tenants 
any more than on the value of the sur- 
plus property bought under the Holborn 
and Strand improvement, except so far 
as it can beshown that in the house pro- 
perty. the houses, being intended for 
the labouring classes, are subject to depre- 
ciation. The land, however, will always 
he there, and is a reliable asset, probably 
Increasing in value. It would. there- 
fore, appear sufficient, in respect of the 
buildings. to insist on the payment of a 
sinking fund on a certain proportion of 
their value. say one-third or one-half, 
Which would represent this deprecia- 
tion after a period of years. If this were 
done, there would be a great alleviation 
of the charge on the County Couneil, 
and the County Council would be able 
to let the houses at reduced rents. 
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To sum up, therefore, it would appear 
that the following improvements in the 
law might be taken in hand at once :- 
(1) To extend the time for the repav- 
ment of loans ; (2) to enable the County 
Council to aequire land tor housing pur- 
poses, independently of immediate re- 
quirements ; (3) to exempt the County 
Council from the obligation of providing 
a sinking fund, except upon a portion 
of the houses erected tor the 
working classes ; (4) to enforce Sections 
94 and LOL of the Public Health (London) 
Act: (5) to compel registration — ot 
owners ; (6) to compel railway com- 
panies to provide third-class — tickets 
on the same seale as they grant them 
to first and second class passengers. 

I must apologise for having trespassed 
so long upon the attention of your 
Lordships ; but | cannot sft down with- 
out saying that in my opinion the re- 
sponsibility for the continuance of the 
present evils connected with the housing 
of the working classes must rest upon 
the noble Marquess at the head of the 
Government. [| do not say that any 
legislation ean be devised which will com- 
pletely stop these evils; but 1 do say that 
legislation. especially in the direction ot 
strengthening municipal aetion, would 
largely alleviate them. The noble Mar- 
quess stands in a unique. position, having 
in this House a permanent majority and 
in the other an exceptionally large 
majority. . Although | am loth te appeal 
to party. yet | am bound to call your 
Lordships attention to a singularly 
pregnant, and, in my opinion, profoundly 
true, admission which the noble Mar- 
quess made in the course of his speech 
on 18th December. The noble Marquess 
said 


cost. of 


“I am aware that these matters, deeply 
important as they are, are not the matters 
which at this moment occupy our attention in 
the first rank.” 

With that statement I am in complete 
accord. Social questions never have 
claimed, and they never can claim, the 
first attention of the Government. I do 
not question the sincerity of many Con- 
servative Lords opposite ; 1 do not ques- 
tion the sincerity of the motives of the 
noble Marquess; but the attention of 
his Government is absorbed in a singu- 
larly profitless and unproductive war. 
It is not very difficult to understand 
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that at the present moment they must 
be preoccupied — I might almost say 
haunted—by the awful contrasts between 


the results of their policy and the loss of | 


life and the burden of taxation which it 
involves. The burden of taxation must 
he inereasingly heavy. At the same 
time, that policy will not afford a reason 
to the country for inaction in this matter. 
When the reaction comes it will attain 
greater intensity when the people learn 
by experience and by fact that the present 
policy of the Government stands between 
them and these great social measures 
which in reality and not in theory touch 
the happiness and welfare of the people. 


THe Marevess or NORTHAMPTON : 
My Lords, I venture to respond to the 
uppeal of the noble Earl who has just sat 
down, and to take part in this discussion. 
The subject of the housing of the working 
classes is one in which I have taken the 
deepest interest for many years, as a 
member of the London County Council, 
as a Member of the House of Commons, 
as son of a ground landlord, and now as 
« ground landlord myself. During all 
that time I can honestly say that | 
have done my best. although. like so 
many others, | am a party politician. 
to keep outside of party politics one of 
the gravest social problems that this 
country has ever had to meet. It was 
therefore with dismay, and I may say 
with strong indignation, that I read 
the speech of the noble Marquess the 
Prime Minister, which he delivered on 
18th December last. In that speech he 
recommended the Conseryvatives—he did 
not use even the word Unionists—he 
recommended the Conservatives to try 
and maintain their strong political posi- 
tion in London by pressing forward the 
question of the housing of the working 
It was a political speech, made, 
it 1 may be allowed to say so without 
offence, for party purposes. I do not 
think it is either unjust or untair to 
impute that to the noble Marquess, 
considering the circumstances and the 
time in which that speech was delivered. 

It was a speech of congratulation— 
well-merited congratulation—to the Con- 
servative party and those who had 


classes. 


taken strong steps in London to secure | 
the return of Conservative Members to | 


the House of Commons. and it was de- 


livered within two months of another. 


The Earl of Portsmouth. 


{LORDS} 
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election in connection with the London 
County Council, on which body there 
was at that time a majority of those who 
were opposed in politics to the noble 
Marquess and his followers. The time 
I will not say was specially chosen, but 
it seems to me that it is not at all un- 
likely that those who were anxious for 
the success of the Conservative candi- 
dates—they call themselves Conservative 
candidates now, but we used to call them 
Moderates—at the County Council elee- 
tion asked the Prime Minister to say 
something which would give a helping 
hand to his party at that election. He 
may, perhaps, have asked what subjects 
were most important in the view of 
Londoners. and he would have been 
told that the two most important ques- 
tions were those of water and housing. 
As regards the question of water, the 
noble Marquess wisely left that on one 
side: but he did address himself to the 
question of the housing of the working 
classes, in which he has taken an active 
part in the past, and with regard to 
which. in my opinion, he has already 
done. if I may be allowed to say so, a 
vast amount of good. 

It cannot be denied that, at all events 
in the eves of a vast number of people 
who read the speech, the housing ques- 
tion was lifted out of those questions 
which are regarded by all parties as 
common subject to work at, and made. 
by the action and by the words of the 
Prime Minister, distinctly a party ques- 
tion. The Prime Minister said the ques- 
tion was a living and a burning one. It 
it was necessary to impress upon the 
Conservatives of London that the ques- 
tion is a living anda burning one, and one 
that must be settled, | would venture 
to ask, Whose business is it to put out 
the fire? Surely it is that of His 
Majesty's Government, under the Prime 
Minister. The noble Marquess used 
strong language in regard to this ques- 
tion, and I thoroughly agree with what 
he said. He remarked that the present 
state of affairs was a scandal to our civili- 
sation. Well, whose business is it to 
remove that scandal at the earliest pos- 
sible moment ! If the solution of the 
problem is a difficult one to find, whose 
business is it to bring before the country 
the solution that is necessary ! And 
if we require education, whether we be 
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Conservative or Liberals, is it not for the 
Prime Minister, of all men, to place before 
us what in his opinion is necessary, so 
that we may unite to remove the scandal 
to which he alluded ! 

| am well aware, my Lords, that it 
would be impossible for His Majesty's 
Government during this session to 
bring forward remedial legislation as 
regards social reform. The Prime 
Minister must have known that when 
he made his speech on 18th December 
last. We have to pay the war bill this 
session, and we shall not get much 
beyond that. We have, however, a little 
period of time before us during which 
the question could be considered and 
discussed, in the hope that during next 
wssion His Majesty's Government may 
undertake the question and propose 
something to the country. The Govern- 
ment have been approached on the sub- 
ject of the borrowing powers reterred to 
by the noble Earl, but an official and not 
very sympathetic answer Was returned 
by the President of the Board of Trade 
to the suggestion of the London County 
Council. That brings me at once to 
what | believe is the real ditticulty of the 
question. Of course, there are many 
branches of it, to which my noble friend 
has alluded, but from the experience I 
have gained, I should say that there is 
one central difficulty, and that until you 
have surmounted that difficulty you 
will be able to do very little in the direc 
tion of a solution of the problem. | 
refer to the financial difhculty. I be 
lieve the desire of everyone is that there 
should be healthy buildings erected, and 
that the rents to be paid by the inhabi 
tants of those buildings should not be 
excessive, but in proportion to the wages 
they earn. 

May | put a case before your Lord- 
ships which will show what is the real 
financial difficulty? There has been 
on my own estate a site which has been 
partially cleared for some years. The 
houses were pulled down because they 
had become so old that they were no 
longer habitable, not through any fault 
of the landlord, if I may say so, but 
through old age. The site has been 
Waiting to be dealt with until the re- 
mainder of the leases fall in. The leases 
have now expired, and I am able to deal 
with the site as a whole. Then comes 
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the question, How am | to deal with it ? 
In the houses, which are so old that 
they must be cleared away, 264 persons 
live. They depend for a living on being 
near to their work, and there is no other 
hole or corner for them to go to when 
they are turned out. The value of the 
land has been estimated at 9d. per foot 
super., which [ think is an extreme figure, 
although I am certain I could easily get 
6d. or 7d. per foot for it. 1 have asked 
one of the great industrial building com- 
panies what they will give for the land, 
and they say they cannot afford to pay 
more than 2d. per foot if a dividend of 
5 per cent. is to be paid to their share- 
holders. This is entailed property of 
which I am only life tenant ; and there 
is a question whether legally [ could act 
the philanthropist and make a present 
to London of 5d. or Gd. per foot. If Tam 
not able to do it. | ask the House—I ask 
the Prime Minister—who is to pay the 
difference between this 2d. per foot and 
the 6d. or Td. per foot which might be 
obtained for the land? Some ground 
landlords have paid this difference ; but 
others will not and cannot, and nothing 
can be expected from them. There are 
a great many ground landlords in London 
who are corporations with a distinet 
trust. who are bound to get the full 
value of the property for which they are 
trustees. 

We cannot depend, therefore, for a 
solution of this question upon the ground 
landlords of London. however philan- 
thropic some of them may be. Then who 
is to pay the difference! If the County 
Council pays the difference it will have 
to come out of the rates; and as the 
rates increase, the industrial companies 
find it more and more difficult to pay 
5 per cent. Their desire ultimately will 
he to get the land cheaper than 2d. per 
foot. I do not believe the County Coun- 
cil could afford to pay. There remains, 
then, only one source from which the 
money can come, and that is the State. 
[ claim the Prime Minister himself in 
support of this principle. The Prime 
Minister shakes his head. Well, sixteen 
or seventeen years ago the noble Mar- 
quess introduced into your Lordships’ 
House a Bill, which had our support 
and our strong advocacy at the time, 
with regard to the Millbank Prison site, 
the principle of which was that the site 
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should be sold at cost value and not at 
market value. That is an admirable 
principle, and it is only on that principle 
that a solution of the difficulty can be 
found. If legislation is to be initiated, 
let it be drawn on these lines and intro- 
duced in the House of Lords. 

Much has undoubtedly 
in the last twenty years. I remember 
the time when | first went round the 
slums of London trying to understand 
the subject. and I go now to the same 
places and find a real change. Public 
opinion has been roused ; publie bodies 
have bestirring themselves ; the 
sanitary authorities have been 
active, and we owe the deepest debt of 
gratitude to the London County Council 
for having been so zealous and energetic 
in putting the Acts. as far as they can, 
into force. May | small 
thing which could be done immediately ? 
There might be a conference—not a 
Royal Commission or a Conumittee, for 
of leading 


been done 


heen 
most 


suggest one 


we have had enough of them 
statesmen of both Houses 
interested in social subjects. and joined 
with them eminent 
members of the London County Couneil. 
with power to add to their mumber. 
to decide what are the best steps to take 
as regards the financial difficulty, and 
the financial difficulty alone. That step 
might be taken. as | have said, immedi- 
ately. There is no necessity to wait for 
another Parliament ; and 
the appointment of such a conference 
would, at all events, be an earnest to the 
country that His Majesty's Government 
desires to solve the problem. l have 
stated to your Lordships what I believe 
to he the central difficulty of the problem : 
but | did not rise principally for that 
purpose. [rose to protest in the strongest 
possible manner against this question. 
which affects the health and comfort of 
hundreds and thousands ot our fellow 
citizens and all possibility of deceney and 
morality and of the innocence and purity 
of children, being made the subject of an 
appeal to party prejudices and party 
feelings. 


who are 


some of the most 


Sess1lOn ot 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of Sauis- 
BURY): My Lords, | confess that I am 
a little puzzled by the morality which has 


been preached to me by the noble Earl 


The Marquess of Northampton. 
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who introduced this subject, and by the 


noble Marquess who has just sat down. 
The offence with which I am charged 
is that I have urged my friends to exercise 
their influence in all departments of life 
in order to procure the alleviation of that 
which is admitted to be a very great evil ; 
that | urged, as the chief motive for doing 
so, that those whoserved the public best 
would obtain the greatest influence over 
the public : and that they would not only 
be doing the work of the country, but 
would also be doing the work of their 
party by supporting a 
much required at this time. Is that 
immoral? Surely it is legitimate to 
use towards those whom you are 
exhorting any Innocent and _ legitimate 
motive which may make the exhorta- 
tions you address to them more effective 
and more permanent. 
such a curious counsel of pe rfection as 
that any statesman, going about as we 
do in these days, exhorting our political 
friends. should be bound as a matter of 
morality to abstain from recommending 


Inovement so 


I cannot conceive 


anything which may do any good to the 
social organism. That is not only a novel, 
but a pertectly ridiculous contention. 
Our object is to induce all the people 
we can to do all the good they can ; and 
we are acting up to a well-known course 
of political wisdom when we represent 
to all our political friends that the way to 
gain influence with the people of England 
is to deserve it. [| cannot see anything 
wrong in the exhortation which I have 
made: and until I hear it condemned 
on some higher authority | shall continue 
to make such exhortations. [ am con- 
vinced that very, very much of the pro- 
gress we have made in this country has 
resulted from mixed motives. No doubt 
it has often resulted from an earnest 
and honest desire to do good a desire in 
all classes of society to obtain that good 
and honest influence with their fellow 
citizens which has been so conspicuous 
and salutary a mark of public life in 
England. It is only on account of this 
unfortunate exhortation, which — has 
sinned against the prescriptions of the 
new ethies. that I have at all been speci- 
ally connected with this subject. The 
noble Marquess seems to have thought 
that I specially pledged the Imperial 
Government to interfere in the un- 
doubted difficulties of this question. 
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I did nothing of the kind. If he will read 
my speech again he will see that | made 
no reference to the Imperial Government. 
Whatever you desire that the Imperial 
Government should do in the future, it 
must be as the result of new determina- 
tions and new departures. 

Up to this time the work which has 
been done to improve the housing of 
the working classes has been done either 
by private enterprise or by local authori- 
ties. Both one and the other have 
joined to undertake the work in the 
past, but, as we know, it has in the main 
been done by private enterprise. The 
Act passed in 1886 and other Acts 
have, to some extent, led to local au- 
thorities using the same resources which 
they possess in order to push forward 
the same objects. But I cannot at 
this moment remember any case in 
which the Imperial Exchequer has been 
used for this purpose. I am not ex- 
pressing any opinion as to what Par- 
liament may think right to do in the 
future. The question is full of difficulties. 
I only wish to say that nothing in the 
past justifies the noble Lord in charging 
us with neglecting our duty. | do not 
know that I can gointo the multitarious 
points raised by the two noble Lords, 
for this particular reason. They have 
in vague language recommended certain 
alterations in the existing law which they 
think would be salutary. If they will 
put those alterations into a Bill and 
introduce it, | may have a chance of 
confidently expressing an opinion on 
the subject. But there would be nothing 
more dangerous than for me to express 
an opinion on the vague outlines of 
legislation which the two noble Lords 
have suggested. When we came to close 
quarters and tried to improve the law 
we should find we had been pursuing 
different objects, and they would be loud- 
mouthed in their condemnation of us 
for having led them to think they had 
our support. , 


1015 


The Marquess or NORTHAMP- 
TON: My only suggestion was a con- 
terence. 


Tue Marquess or SALISBURY: 
It was not the noble Marquess’s only 
suggestion. I hardly know how I ean 


speak with sufficient respect of such a 


'§ Mar 
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proposal from one whom I respect so 
much as I do the noble Marquess. 
But my impression is that it might he 
useful in the Garden of Eden, not in 
this comparatively wicked world. The 
conterence would be filled by people 
belonging to different political and social 
schools, some desiring to oppose a political 
enemy. some desiring to grind their 
own axes, and I feel sure that, little 
us has been produced by committees 
or commissions, a conference would be 
more fruitless still. 

I want to eall the attention of the 
noble Lord to one subject which 1 think 
he and his friends should bear more in 
mind. He spoke with great clearness and 
force, resting upon his own valuable 
experience on the difficulties which we 
have to face, and I think he naturally 
pointed out that they are all summed up 
in one big phrase—namely, the financial 
difficulty. First, he most justly asked 
where we were to get the money. There 
are speculators outside who say that the 
existing owners of property in London 
should find the money. But I do not 
think the Lord joins in that 
view. and I certainly should not urge 
him to modify his opinions. Who, then, 
will do it? Not the County Council. 
The noble Lord knows too weil the state 
of the rates in London and the height 
to which they have risen to think that 
any substantial assistance can be obtained 
from that quarter. Of the Imperial 
Treasury I will say nothing, for the 
reason [ have just given, that I do not 
wish to anticipate anything that may 
possibly be proposed by my colleagues 
next year. He will readily see that the 
present state of the Iinperial Exchequer is 
not one to encourage the undertaking 
of a perfectly novel enterprise in a matter 
of metropolitan expenditure. At present 
we are practically relying to a certain 
extent on the local authorities. which | 
think have behaved very well. and we 
rely largely, as we have always done. 
on private enterprise. That has been 
our reliance from the first, and unless 
you can find some adequate substitute 
for it I fear that to the end. in some form 
or other, private enterprise must ke our 
main reliance. But then I think the noble 
Lord said that capital does not seek 
metropolitan investment—that is to say, 

i are not anxious to invest their 


noble 
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money in that way, and the consequence 
is investment falls into the hands of 
people who requirelarger remuneration for 
their advances, and are much less subject 
to the influence of public opinion in the 
way they carry out their designs. That 
was a very wise observation, I entirely 
concur in it, and I think it is one of the 
most disastrous circumstances of this 
housing of the working classes question 
that some of the best friends of the poor 
who desire the greatest efforts to be 
made nevertheless cannot restrain from 
so bespattering with abuse everyone who 
takes part in this species of investment. 
That habit of denouncing everyone and 
calling them slum landlords certainly 
does revolt. and has the effect of driving 
everyone away. [eople prefer to put their 
money where similar abuse is not the 
result of their investment, so investors 
step in of the very worst kind who 
require the utmost remuneration for their 
advances. and are not exposed to the 
salutary influence of public opinion on 
which the noble Marquess dwelt with so 
much torce and justice. 

lL am unable to go into much detail 
on this matter. The Government are 
deeply sensible of the great importance 
of the question, deeply anxious to do 
whatever can be done to remedy this 
great evil. But two things are necessary: 
one is time and the other information. 
With respect to time, if the noble Lord will 
glance for a moment at the contemporary 
history of the House of Commons he will 
see that matters are not proceeding with 
such absolute smoothness as to induce us 
to hope that we shall be able at an early 
period to deal with so complicated a 
question as this. I am afraid that. as far 
as I can see, this session is full. Next year 
[ do not know what may happen. | 
cannot make any pledges, but my right 
hon. friend the President of the Loeal 
Government Board gives me hope that 
we may be able to do something towards 
the alleviation of this great evil. We are 
by no means blind to it. We do not 
doubt that much may be done, nor are 
we blind to the enormous and portentous 
difficulties which surround it at every 
step. It is not only financial difficulty ; 


that is bad enough, but there are other ' 


economic difficulties — the danger by 
relying too much upon novel, and you 
may say illegitimate, methods of driving 
The Murjuess of Salisbury. 
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‘out those who are your natural support 
and assistance, and finding yourself left 
at last unable to carry out what you 
intended by the action of public funds, 
and deprived by the want of confidence 
which you have inspired of the support 
which at all times you have a right to 


look to from private enterprise. These 
are great difficulties. We have much 


in the way of information to obtain that 
we have hardly obtained yet. We are 
conscious of all the various obstacles that 
lie in our path. But the fact that we have 
not. in the circumstances that surround 
us, seen our way to introduce any mea- 
sure this year, cannot, | think, in the 
mind of any fair-judging person, be proof 
that we do not heartily share the eager- 
ness of the noble Lord for some remedy 
in this matter. 

May I say. with regard to Millbank, 
that | entirely hold the views I expressed 
nearly twenty vears ago! But Millbank 
was a special windfall, and there was a 
special chance of really doing something 
very effective. I did all I could in this 
House. but it was a time of great political 
trouble, and it was impossible to pass 
anything in the other House. [| do not 
think the example of Millbank will help 
us very much in our future difficulties. 
For instance. it might have been well for 
us to sell Millbank at cost price instead of 
actual price, because it belonged to the 
Government. But I am afraid it would 
be no good tor us to take that bit of land 
belonging to the noble Marquess to 
which he has referred, saying we would 
sell it at cost price instead of actual price. 
We cannot take his property, although 
we might in 1885 very profitably have 
taken the property which actually fell 
at the disposal of the Government. I 
deeply regret we could not do that, and I 
am afraid that that opportunity cannot be 
regained. I can only promise the noble 
Lord that we will give our earnest atten- 
tion to the subject, and I very much 
desire that it may be possible for the 
Imperial Government to do something 
to lighten the efforts of private enterprise 
and the local authorities to bring this 
great evil to an end. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
I am sure the House is indebted to the 
two noble Lords behind me for their 
valuable speeches on this important 
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subject. I will not go into the party 
charges which were made by the noble 
Earl against the noble Marquess the 
Prime Minister. I readily confess that 
for some time past London has been 
thoroughly in harmony with the views of 
the noble Marquess, and perhaps for that 
reason has special claim to have its social 
needs carefully considered by the Govern- 
ment, of which the noble Marquess is the 
head. I do not think my noble friend 
charged any moral offence against the 
noble Marquess or his party for having 
urged on the electors, whether at Imperial! 
elections or local elections, the importance 
of this subject, or for having promised 
it their early attention ; but I think we 
have some reason to find fault with the 
noble Marquess and his Government 
inasmuch as, having urged this impor- 
tant subjects on the electors, and having 
entered into solemn promises with regard 
to it, they now face Parliament without 
making any proposal whatever on this 
subject. The noble Marquess invited 
us to put our suggested alterations of the 
law into the form of a Bill. That is an 
observation which the noble Marquess 
generally makes in regard to all sugges- 
tions coming from this side of the House. 
My idea of constitutional practice is that 
important suggestions of this sort should 
be brought before the House by the 
Government, who should make them- 
selves responsible for those proposals. 
It is clear that no private Members’ Bill, 
even if it does receive the assent of this 
House, has much chance in these days 
of going through the House of Commons. 
Again, the noble Marquess spoke of this 
difficulty of, and want of precedent for, 
using Imperial funds for the benefit of 
London. He admitted that, in the case 
of Millbank Prison. national property 
was sold very much below the value 
which it would have fetched in the open 
market, and therefore to that extent 
national money was applied. 


THe Marquess oF SALISBURY: 
What I said was that I proposed that 
something of the sort should be done, 
but the House of Commons refused its 
sanction. 


{8 Marcu 1901} 








Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : At any rate, | 
the noble Marquess proposed that that | 
that | 


| 
' 


course should be taken, and to 
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extent he then expressed his agreement 
with the proposal that a certain sum of 
money from national funds should be 
applied for this purpose. I would re- 
mind the noble Marquess that his own 
Government took a very different view 
when they came to deal with the question 
of assisting the holders of agricultural 
land in the country. The noble Mar- 
quess’s Government relieved the payers 
of agricultural rates of half of their 
burden out of the Imperial taxpayers’ 
pockets, and I should like to remind 
the noble Marquess also that by reason 
of that particular Act there has been 
thrown on London a burden of £467,000 
a year, which goes entirely into the 
pockets of the agricultural ratepayers. 
and of which sum London only gets 
back as its share between £3,000 and 
£4,000. I think that if the London 
taxpayers contribute in this large pro- 
portion to the rates in the country, it 
is only reasonable to expect that some- 
thing should be given out of Imperial 
funds to London, whose pressing needs 
are quite as great. 

The noble Marquess says there are two 
things lacking—time and information. 
I venture to enter a protest against the 
notion that information ts necessary on 
this subject. You had that most dis- 
tinguished and hard-working Commis- 
ston of 1884, which accumulated a vast 
amount of information and made a 
valuable Report. many of the recommen- 
dations of which have never been given 
effect to. You have had inquiries on the 
subject by local authorities in almost 
every big town throughout the United 
Kingdom, and a large amount of valu- 
able information has been amassed which 
is at the hands of those who choose to 
seek it. As to the question of time, 
nobody knows better than I do the 
difficulties in that respect in the House 
of Commons, but here we have plenty of 
time. 


Government Policy. 


THE MARQUESS OF SALISBURY : What 


is the use of that ? 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : At any rate, 
if the noble Marquess introduced a Bill 
into the House of Lords the country 
would have the advantage of knowing 
what the views of the Gevernment were. 
We on this side should give it a cordial 
weleome, and if the Bill met the diffi- 
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culties of the situation and received the 
approval of the nation, I think it would 
be found that it would not meet with 
much opposition or discusston in the 
House of Commons. This debate has 
turned rather on London, but this is a 
subject which does not apply to London 


The Housing Problen— 


alone. It is far more wide-reaching than 
that. It is perfectly true that terrible 


statistics may be obtained from London, 
but I think that from individual places 
in the country quite as startling figures 
can be procured. Take the Census 
Return of 1891, and you will find it 
there stated that one-ninth of the whole 
population of England and Wales— 
11-23 per cent.—were living in over- 
crowded conditions. In Glasgow 117,000 
persons lived in one-room tenements and 
322,000 in two-room tenements ; that is 
to say, in Glasgow rather more than 
three-fourths of the population lived 
either in one or two-roomed tenements. 
The statistics show that of the cases of 
infectious admitted into the 
hospitals in Glasgow one-room tenements 
provided 86 per 10,000 of the population 
and two-room tenements 72 per 10,000 
of the population, whilst the average 
for the whole city was 50 per 10,000 of 
the population. That, it seems to me, 
is a very startling proof of the danger 
which people run who live in these 
small and crowded tenements. 


diseases 


Just consider the conditions of living 
of a family occupying one or two rooms, 
Those conditions are bound to produce 
disease, immorality, and distress. If 
your Lordships would look at the statis- 
tics relating to England you would see 
what a terribly large number ot deaths 
from phthisis occur in these small and 
crowded tenements. The prescription 
of any doctor for either a weakly intant 
or a consumptive patient would be good 
food and plenty of fresh air; but it is 
impossible for these poor creatures, who 
live in the crowded slums of our great 
cities, to obtain fresh air. The noble 
Marquess suggested that the noble Earl 
should put his proposed alterations of 
the law into a Bill in the hope that the 
Government might give them favour- 
able consideration. Last year in the 
House of Commons a Housing Act was 
passed which undoubtedly contained, at 
any rate, one important provision—the 
one which enabled local authorities to 
Lord Tweedmouth, 


{LORDS} 


debt that may be incurred. 
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buy land outside as well as inside the 
areas they governed. On that Bill 
were raised three if not four of the 
alterations suggested by the noble Earl 
to-night ; but those proposals were op- 
posed in the House of Commons by the 
noble Marquess’s Government, and re- 
jected in every instance on division by 
very considerable majorities. , 

In spite of what the noble Marquess 
has said, | am going to suggest what 
seem to me legislative remedies which 


would facilitate a settlement of this 
subject. I would first suggest the ex- 


tension of the powers of local authorities, 
They should have power to buy land and 
to hold it for future needs. I mean that 
when a local authority has the oppor 
tunity of acquiring land suitable for 
the purpose of housing, and at a cheap 
price, it should be able to buy that land 
instead of being compelled to wait until 
the erection of more buildings, and the 
extension of railways or tramways, make 
it infinitely more valuable, and therefore 
far more costly to the ratepayers to pur- 
chase. That proposal was made in the 
House of Commons last year and re- 
jected, the voting being 204 to 132. 
The next proposal [ have to make is one 
which I know will not commend itself 
to the noble Marquess, because we have 
differed on this subject on other Bills—I 
refer to the waiver of the 10 per cent. 
that is insisted upon for compulsory 
purchase. I must say that, in my opinions 
in cases such as the buying up of neces 
sary land in great cities for the benefit 
of the public, this is a requirement that 
should be waived. 

I would suggest the extension of the 
period for the repayment of loans, and 
allow the local authorities to use the 
land they acquire as an asset against the 
There is a 
considerable hardship under the present 
system. Take the case of London. In 
London the money is borrowed for sixty 
years. At the end of that period the 
London County Council will come into 
absolute possession of the houses and 
the land on which they stand. That is 
a very fine thing for posterity, but it is 
a little hard on the present generation, 
and still harder on the occupants of 
those houses, that they should be com- 
pelled to pay for the building and the 
land in sixty years. It is a very moderate 
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proposal to suggest that. in the case of 
the land, at any rate, the period of re- 
payment should be extended to one 
hundred years. That proposal was 
brought before the President of the 
Local Government Board only a month 
ago, and he looked at it with a very 
unfavourable eye, and, if 1 remember 
rightly, suggested to the deputation that 
it seemed to hima penny-wise and pound- 
foolish policy. 

| would also give local authorities the 
power of purchasing at something like 
cost price disgracefully insanitary and 
bad buildings, where the owner will not 
put them in good condition. [ do not 
say that they should be purchased at 
prairie value, but I confess I am getting 
towards it in that case. This is a per- 
tectly fair proposal, on the same principle 
that the vendor of unwholesome or 
deleterious food has the food contiscated, 
and has to bear all the loss himself. It 
is desirable that the local authority 
should be able to buy the property ut 
such a price as to enable them to build 
on the land houses suitable to aecom- 
modate the class of people who were on 
it before, and at a rent which those poor 
persons can pay. It is also verv desirable 
that the owners of this class of property 
should be registered. ‘They are in many 
eases absolutely unknown to the tenants, 
who often do not even know the agent, 
but only the sub-agent or the collector 
of the rents. Another remedy is to be 


found in’ increased means of cheap 
transit. Something has been done with 


regard to that. In 1883 the Cheap 
rains Act was passed, and from that 
Act good results have ensued. 1 will 
read a passage from a Report of the 
Housing Committee of the London 
County Council on that point. which, I 
think, is very interesting and significant, 
and also very creditable to the particular 
railway company mentioned 

“In 1898 the Housing Committee reported 
that in strong contrast to the cessation of the 
building of workmen’s dwellings in central 
London was the very remarkable increase in 
the number of cottage dwellings outside the 
county, especially along the Great Eastern 
tailway, where, owing to low fares and a good 
train service, many thousands of cottayes had 
been erected.” 
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means of transit. By encouraging in- 
creased means of transit you distinctly 
encourage private enterprise. I do not 
go the length of thinking that the whole 
housing problem can be solved by an 
improvement in the means of transit, 
but that question is indissolubly bound up 
with it. In any future tube railway or 
tramway schemes Parliament should see 
that they connect with one another. 
I think these are questions in which the 
Legislature can help very much. Above 
all, I do say it is most desirable that the 
tramway system should be under one 
great central authority, which 1 am 
afraid will have to be the London County 
Council. They are already in possession 
south of the Thames, and the experi- 
ence of last year shows that they are 
likely to conduct that great enterprise 
with credit to themselves, with benefit 
to the inhabitants, and with consider- 
able advantage to the employees. 

There should also, in my view, be a 
recasting of the rating system. 1 am 
not going into the whole question ot the 
taxation of ground values now, but it 
has been calculated that the ground 
values of London amount to no less than 
£15,000,000 a year, and a shilling in the 
pound on that would produce £700,000. 
I confess that I am quite prepared to 
see a general separation of ground values 
and a special rate put upon them. it is 
said that the result would be that the 
cost would fall on the occupier. li so, 
I do not see that the owner has very 
much cause to complain. But if that 
be not the case | think ground rents are 
a very fair object for taxation. It is 
argued that it is impossible to separate 
the value of the land from the value of 
the buildings that are upon it. That is 
a view not held by many eminent valuers 
in London. I might quote many autho- 
rities who are not of that opinion. At 
any rate, it is a thing which might be 
tried. There should be a valuation 
from time to time of unoccupied land. 
At this moment there are in London 
14.000 acres of unoccupied land which 
might be valuable for building purposes, 
These lands are held nominally as agri- 
cultural lands. They are rated on the 


i] . M4 

ee agricultural basis, but the owners are 
It is interesting to go down into Essex 
and see the way in which whole districts 
have gradually grown up owing to good | 


simply holding them over for enhanced 
prices. There could be no difficulty in 
valuing these lands from time to time 
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at their actual selling value for the 
purpose of rating. This would bring 
a considerable sum into the county 
exchequer. It would do something 
more, for it would probably have the 
effect of bringing some of these lands 
into the market for building purposes. 
These are, roughly, the suggestions | 
would make for possible legislation in 
the future. The subject is a very impor- 
tant one to everybody, but it is impor- 
tant, above all, to the woman of this 
country. The man who lives in a slum 
dwelling probably has to go a consider- 
able way to his work and can be away 
from the dwelling the greater portion 
of the day. But think of the woman 
who has to do all the work of the estab- 
lishment—the washing. cooking. ete., 
and the earing for the sick all in one 
room. That seems to me a very terrible 
thing to contemplate. and it reacts in 
a further way; for how can women, 
living in such conditions. produce healthy 
strong children, and how can children 
reared under such conditions grow up 
healthy and moral! We hear a great 
deal about the Imperial mission of this 
country, and nobody believes in it more 
strongly than I do: but the first thing 
we should aim at in endeavouring to 
secure the that mission is 
that the children of the country should 
grow up happy. healthy, strong. and 


SUCCESS ot 


moral citizens. 


House adjourned at __ half-past 
Six of the clock, to Monday 
next, a quarter before Eleven 
of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday. Sth March, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 
62 COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof. Standing Order 
No. 62 has been complied with, viz. : 

West Surrey Water Bill. 

Ordered. That the Bill be read a second 
time. 

Lor! Tverd mouth, 
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GAS LIGHT COMPANY BILL. 

TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL. 
TENDRING HUNDRED WATER BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


BRITISH 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. Hatsry reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That, in pursuance 
of the provisions of the Private Legis. 
lature Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
they had selected the following Fifteen 
Members to form the Parliamentary 
Panel of Members of this House to act 
as Commissioners :—Mr. Channing, Mr. 
Colville, Sir Charles Dalrymple, Mr. J. E. 
Gordon, Mr. Charles Hobhouse, Mr. 
Alfred Hutton, Mr. Brynmor Jones, Sir 
John Kinloch, Mr. A. K. Loyd, Mr. 
Macartney, Mr. Pym, Mr. Renshaw, Mr. 
A. H. Smith, Sir Walter Thorburn, and 
Mr. Eugene Wason. 


PETITIONS. 

BEER BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from — Basset 
law; Bewdley; and Welbeck ; to lie 


upon the Table. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 
Petition from Wolverhampton, tor 
alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
TION SCHOOLS). 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 

Swansea ; Blackpool ; and Glusburn : to 

lie upon the Table. 


PARLIAMENT (KING’S DECLARATION). 
Petition from Clackmannan, for altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 
TION ACT, 1896. 
Petitions for alteration of Law, 
Macclesfield : and Sheerness and Min- 
ster ; to lie upon the Table. 


from 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 


ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Reigate ; and 
Bideford : to lie upon the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS | amounts and percentage of same collected 
LO CHILDREN BILL. in each country by the 31st day of Jann- 
Petitions in favour, from Aberdeen! ary and the 28th day of February, 
(three); York (two); Largs ; Carlisle | respectively, in each of the said years.” — 
(four); Plymouth; Stepney Green ;| (Mr. M‘Crae.) : 
Brixton ; Durham ; Bridlington ; Bide- | 
ford; and Greenock ; to lie upon the BBITISH MUSEUM. 
Table. Return ordered, “of Account of the 
Income and Expenditure of the British 
| Museum (Special Trust Funds) for the 
foil ‘ : _| year ending the 31st day of March, 1901; 
_Petitions m favour, from Greenock } | ing Returnof the number of Persons 
Gourock (five) ; Ashton ; and John-| admitted to visit the Museum and the 
stone ; to lie upon the Table. | British Museum (Natural History) in 
BRITISH MUSEUM | each year from 1895 to 1900, both years 
ae : ; et ts 7; inclusive ; together with a Statement of 
Petition of the Trustees of the British | the Progress made in the arrangement 
Museum (King’s Recommendation signi- | and description of the Collnctions, and 
fied), for grant in aid ; referred to the | an Account of Objects added to them in 
Committee of Supply. | the year 1900.°—(Mr. John Morley.) 





SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. QUESTIONS. 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—NUMBER OF 
UNFUNDED DEBT. BOER PRISONERS. 
teturn presented, relative thereto, CAPTAIN BAGOT (Westmoreland, Ken- 
fordered 5th March ; Sir Edgar Vincent]; | dal): 1 beg to ask the Secretary of 


to lie upon the Table. State for War if he can state how many 
ae P < 

of the enemy have been taken prisoners 

BOARD OF AGRICULTURE. |since the commencement of the war in 


Copy presented, of Annual Report of | South Africa, how many have been re- 
Proceedings under the Tithe Acts, Copy- | leased on parole or otherwise, and how 
hold Act, 1894, Inclosure Acts, and other many are now in our hands as prisoners 
Acts for the year 1900 [by Command] ; | of war. 
eRe Nyt Cw ESR: | Tun SECRETARY or STATE ror 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES.) | WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild: 

; ee ; ford): Up to the 9th February the total 
Copy presented, of Diplomatic and) number of the enemy taken prisoners 
comer ON Annual Series, No. | was 16,082 ; of these 447 are on parole, 
ony [by Command]; to lie upon the | and 293 have died. 
abe, | 


| CAMPS OF CONCENTRATION. 
NAVY (WATER- TUBE BOILERS) = | Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
(COMMITTEE). ie ae + ei 
2 ; tusheliffe) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
Copy presented, ot Interim Report of | of State for War whether he ean now 
the Committee appointed by the Lords inform the House as to the number and 
Commissioners of the Admiralty to con- | situation of the camps of concentration 
sider certain questions respecting modern jy South Africa, both in the Colonies and 
Boilers for Naval purposes [by Command]; | the two late Republics, the number of 
to lie upon the Table. the men, women, and children in cach 
vom Sas camp, and the actual nature of the 
REVENUE (COLLECTION OF TAXES). | shelter provided ; whether medical attend- 
Return ordered, ‘showing for each’ ance is provided, particularly for the 
ot the three Kingdoms (1) the amount women and children ; and whether rela- 
charged for Income Tax, Land Tax, and | tives and others desiring to mitigate the 
Inhabited House Duty for the financial | situation of those confined in these camps 
years 1898, 1899, and 1900 ; and (2) the | are allowed reasonable access to them. 
VOL. XC. [Fourtn Series.] 2 O 
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Ouestio ns, 


Mr. BRODRICK : I am afraid L have 
no information to add to that which | 
have already given to the hon. Member. 
1 do not think the hon. Member need be 
under any anxiety about these people. 
[Mr. ELuis rose, but resumed his seat 
amid Ministerial cries of ‘‘ Order.” 
Lord Kitchener telegraphed to me that 
he himself has gone into the question 
and finds that the people in the laagers 
are all contented and comfortable. and 
we must rely on his assurance. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Lam much obliged 
to the right hon. Gentleman. | meant no 
discourtesy by my interruption, but 
allow me to say lL asked him for facts, 
not for opinions. 


An Hon. Membper: * A’ stream of 
facts.’ 
CIVIL APPOINTMENTS IN THE 


TRANSVAAL. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: | bee to ask the 
Secretary of State for War what were 
the specific appointments made by Lord 
toberts to posts of a civil nature in the 
Transvaal, and what were the terms of 
such appointments in respect of duration 
and remuneration ; whether the persons 
in question have either discharged any 
of the duties of their posts or received 
any remuneration; and, in the latter 
case, against whom it has been charged. 


Mr. BRODRICK: There is in- 
formation at the War Office which would 
enable me to give the hon. Member a 
list of the civil appointments in question. 
Any such appointments made by Lord 
Roberts were temporary and terminable 
when the military administration gives 
place to civil government. The persons 
so appointed have, I believe. discharged 
their duties and received their remunera- 
tion. Any expenses of administration 
which cannot be defrayed from loeal 
provisionally borne by 


neo 


revenues are 


Army funds. 


JOHN AMBULANCE BRIGADE— 
WAR GRATUITIES. 

Sir FREDERICK MILNER (Notting- 
hamshire, Bassetlaw): | beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether it 
has been officially decided that members 
otf the St. John Ambulance Brigade 
who have served in South Africa are not 
entitled to the war gratuity that was by 


ST. 
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a recent Order awarded to all classes of 
troops engaged in the war ; and whether. 
seeing that the members of the St. John 
Ambulance Brigade have been working 
with the Royal Army Medical Corps, 
doing the same duties and hearing the 
same risks and hardships, and also seeing 
that fifty out of the 1.900 members of 
the St. John Ambulance Brigade serving 
in South Africa have died in the exeeu- 
tion of their duty, he will reconsider this 
decision. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The answer to the 
first paragraph of the question is in the 
affirmative. The war gratuity is a 
military gratuity, originally intended 
as a substitute for prize-money, and is 
not applicable to civilians employed on 
specific terms during the war. | may 
remind the hon. Member that members 
of the St. John Ambulance Brigade are 
paid at considerably higher rates than 
the corresponding ranks ot the Roval 
Army Medteal Corps. 


SGLDIERNY’ UNCLAIMED BALANCES. 
Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
if he will state the amount of soldiers’ 
unclaimed balances for the past vear, 
and what portion of these has been 
handed over to the Patriotic Fund Com- 
missioners. 
*THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY t0 
me WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Laneashire, Westhoughton) : Unclaimed 
balances are advertised for six years 
hefore they are transferred to the Patn- 
otic Fund. As the balances of any one 
year are kept in hand for two years 
before the account is and. the 
balance is invested, it is not possible 
to state the amount of unclaimed balan- 
ces for the past year. 


closed, 


KITS—LOSSES ON ACTIVE 


SERVICE, 


SOLDIERS’ 


*Mr. MANSFIELD — (Lincolnshire. 
Spalding): | beg to ask the Secretary ol 


State for War whether, in the case of 
wounded soldiers whose small kit has 
heen lost in the field or left behind at 
Cape Town according to instructions, on 
their reporting themselves fit for duty a 
new set of small kit is supplied to them 
but is deducted from their pay ; if 80, 
can he state whether the deduction 1s 
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made in aceordanece with 
Order, and will he consider the advisa- 
bility of cancelling such order. 


*Lorp STANLEY: 
called to this matter. 
regulations amended so that a soldier's 
necessaries lost, prematurely worn out, 
or damaged, on active service are re- 
placed at public expense. Instructions 
were issued to this effect some little time 


Attention was 


ago. 
PROVISION FOR) INVALIDED 
SOLDIERS. 


Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he is aware that Private 
Woolley, a Reserve man, formerly of 
the Royal Horse Artillery, now resident 
at Leicester, who was invalided home 
from South Africa, and is certified by 
the military medical authorities to be 
practically blind, very helpless, mentally 
dull, subject to fits. and needing constant 
eare and attention, has been granted a 
temporary pension of Is. per day for 
twelve months ; and whether that is in 
cordance with the practice of the War 
Office in such cases. 


*Lorp STANLEY: Woolley has been 
iwarded a pension of Is. a day for twelve 
months in the first instance by the 
Chelsea Commissioners. At the end of 
that period he will be re-examined and 
his case reconsidered. His character 
while with the Colours was indifferent. 
He is stated to have been addicted to 
lrink, and was frequently reported for 
ther offences. While in the Reserve 
he was three times convicted by the 
‘ivil power for drunkenness and assault. 
\s there is no evidence that Woolley’s 
lisability is the result of military service, 
the pension in question is the highest 
that ean be awarded. 


WAR OFFICE MESSENGERS. 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether it has been brought to his 
notice that a certain number of Crimean 
ind Indian Mutiny veterans serving as 
in the War Office were 


nhessengers 


recently retired at sixty instead of sixty- 
‘ive years of age, the Treasury age limit. 
i limit still applicable to messengers in 
other Government offices ; and whether, 
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an Army 


I have had the. 
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seeing that these men are now reduced 
to their Army pension of a few pence a 
day, he will consider the advisability 
of granting them some small inerease of 
pension to keep them from penury in 
their declining vears. 


*Lorp STANLEY: The case of these 
men has been explained to the House 
on a previous oceasion. In the War 
Office it is essential that the messengers 
should be active and able-bodied. It 
was accordingly found necessary to fix 
the age for retirement of temporary 
messengers at sixty. All such men who 
have fifteen years service as such receive 
a gratuity on discharge in addition to 
the Army pension of which they may be 
in receipt. [ am afraid that it is not 
possible to do anything more for them 


as suggested. 


EXPEDITION. OF 
OFFICERS. 
Mr. AGG-GARDNER (Cheltenham) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he will explain why certain 
officers. who have been lent to the Home 
Government for service in the China 
Expedition, should draw less pay and 
allowances when in China than they did 
while on service in India. 


CHINA PAY 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Officers of the 
Indian Staff Corps continue to draw 
Indian rates of pay while serving in 


China. Officers of the British Army 
leaving India would naturally revert to 
British rates of pay and China allow- 
ances, and these might be less than 
Indian rates. 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING — REPORTS BY 
COASTGUARDMEN. 
Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 


and Shetland): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty if there are any 
objections to coastguardmen reporting 
illegal trawling to the nearest fishery 
officer. 


The CIVIL LORD or tim ADMI- 


RALTY (Mr. PretyMan. Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge) : 
by their instructions to report to the 
nearest fishery officer any breach of the 
Fishery Laws which may come under 
their notice in the ordinary course of 
their duty. 


The coastguards are dirceted 


20D? 








1031 Questions. 


UNIVERSITY COLLEGES AND STATE 
GRANTS. 
*Str FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he intends, in accor- 
dance with the precedent of 1896, to 
appoint Commissioners to visit and re- 
port upon the University Colleges receiv- 
ing grants from the State before any 
fresh allocations of the grants in 1902 ; 
and, if so, whether he ean say when and 
by whom such visitations will be made. 


CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): Yes, Sir. Dr. H. G. Woods, 
formerly President of Trinity College, 
Oxford, and Dr. Alexander Hill, Master | 
of Downing College, Cambridge, have 
consented to serve Commissioners. | 
Arrangements for the visitation are now 
being made, and it will begin at an 
early date. 

*Sir FRANCIS POWELL: I presume 
the officials and those interested in the | 
conduct of the colleges will have an 
opportunity of stating their ease. 

Sir M. HICKS BEACH : Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER (Salisbury): Will the 
visitations be extended to other colleges 
of a similar nature, which have not yet 
received the grants ! 


M. HICKS 


THE 


as 


BEACH said that 
any college doing what was_ properly 
university work would be included in 
the inguiry. If any college which had not 
received any grant sent in an applica- 
tion trom which it appeared that it came 
within the rule he would consider it. 


SIR 


THE NEW COINAGE. 

*Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether, in view of the wide- 
spread condemnation of the portrait of 
Queen Victoria on the coinage first used 
in 1887, he has satisfied himself that } 
the designing of the new coinage has 
been entrusted to the best possible artistic 
workmanship ; and, if not, whether he 
will order designs from such a source, 
or else consider the advisability of retain- 
ing the present designs on the reverse 
side of the new coins. 

sir M. HICKS BEACIL: The task of | 
designing the effigy of His Majesty on 
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the new coinage has been entrusted to 
Mr. De Saulles, the engraver to the Mint, 
I think the coinage of 1887 is a warning 
against entrusting this work to an artist 
unaccustomed to coinage and engraving. 
The whole question of the designs for 
the new coinage is receiving my careful 
attention. I do not, as at present ad- 
vised, think that it will be found desir. 
able to introduce many changes in the 
present designs on the reverses. 


FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS — IN. 
SPECTOR'S ANNUAL REPORT. 
*Smr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester. 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, whether he can say at what date 
he expects to be able to circulate the 
Annual Report of the Chief Inspector of 

Factories and Workshops. 

*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Rircuie, Croydon): | am afraid I ean- 
not fix a date; but the Chief Inspector 
assures me that he is making every effort 


'to get his Report out as early as pos- 


sible. 


FATALITY AT HOOTON’S FACTORY, 
NOTTINGHAM. 


*Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): 1 


| heg to ask the Necretary of State for the 


Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the death of George 
Benton, which took place on Ist Feb- 
ruary at Messrs. Hooton’s factory, Not- 
tingham ; and will he inquire whether 
this factory was erected before or after 
Ist January, 1896, and whether, in view 
of the nature of the accident, he will con- 
sider the advisability of applying the pro- 
visions of Section 9 of the Factory and 
Workshop Act, 1895, to all factories con- 
taining self-acting machines irrespective 
of the date of the erection of such fac- 
tories. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: [ have made inquiries 
about this aecident, and find that the 
factory and the machine that caused the 
accident were erected long before 1896. 
The suggestion of the hon. Member was 
considered and found to be impractic- 
able in 1895 ; and I do not think that the 
House would be likely to accept it now. 
Moreover, it would not, so far as I can 
have prevented the accident in 


sec, 
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question. Fencing will, however, be 
erected which should prevent the possi- 
bility of a similar accident in future from 
this particular machine. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE AT DEVON- 
PORT DOCKYARD. 

Mr. KEARLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether the extra allowance re- 
cently conceded to married constables of 
the Metropolitan police to meet the high 


extended to the Metropolitan police 
grving in the Government. establish- 


isas high, and the men are obliged by 


walk of their place of duty. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir ; the case of the 
Metropolitan police in the dockyards at 
Devonport was considered when the 
whole matter was before me, but the 
conditions under which they serve there 
are very different from those prevailing 
in London. There is no regulation re- 
quiring them to live within ten minutes 
walk of their place of duty. 


PURE BEER. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): I beg to aslt the President 
of the Board of Trade if his attention 
has been called to the unanimous reso- 
lution passed by the Carmarthenshire 
Chamber of Agriculture as to the neces- 


in beer, by laying down therein the in- 
gredients of which beer may be com- 


beer brewed and ingredients used ; and, 


resolution. 


THE 


one which concerns the Board of Trade. 


EVENING SCHOOL CODE LIMIT. 
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‘of removing the 17s. 6d. limit from the 


rent payable in the Metropolis will be , 


nents at Devonport, where house rent | 


the regulations to live within ten minutes 
{ 


sity of a Bill being passed to secure purity 


posed, and the compelling of brewers 
at regular intervals to make a return of 


if so, whether he can assure the House 
ot his intention to introduce promptly | Beis : ; 
a Bill carrying out the purport of this | noted for containing coal of a highly 
7 'bituminous nature which is indispens- 
able for the manufacture of steel, a staple 
PRESIDENT oF tHe BOARD | 
oF TRADE (Mr. GERALD BaLrour, Leeds, | 
Central) : I have seen a copy of the reso- 
lution referred to, but the matter is not 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg to| 
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Evening Schools Code, and also as to 
providing a specific grant for physical 


instruction in evening continuation 
schools, 
THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 


BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 


| Cambridge University): The Board of 
| Education cannot undertake to make an 


application to the Treasury for the re- 


moval of the 17s. 6d. limit from the 
Evening Schools Code. A grant is 


already made for physical instruction. 


VICTORIA AND ALBERT MUSEUM— 
DUKE OF SAXE-COBURG’S COLLEC- 
TLON. 

Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 

GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 


‘ask the Vice-President of the Committee 


. 


of Council on Education whether the 
Oriental collection of His Royal Highness 
the late Duke of Saxe-Coburg has been 
lent to the Victoria and Albert Museum ; 
and, if so, what is proposed to be done 
with it, and whether it is intended to 
lend it for a time to the Bethnal! Green 
Museum for exhibition. 

Sir J. GORST : The Oriental collection 
of the late Duke of Saxe-Coburg, con- 
sisting of Indian arms, Chinese porce- 
lain, and other objects of art, has been 
lent to the Victoria and Albert Museum. 
It will be exhibited during the summer 
in the Indian Section of the Museum, 
and afterwards in the Bethnal Green 
Museum. 


LLANELLY CROWN LANDS—BELGIAN 
ENTERPRISE. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether a 
Belgian company has secured a lease of 
alarge area of Crown land at Llanelly 


industry of that district, the company 
intending to employ Belgian workmen 
and to ship the coal to Belgium ; and, if 
so, whether he can inform the House 


'if the covenants of the lease have been 


broken so as to enable him to cancel it, 
even if it bea sub-let, or if he can adopt 
some action which will prevent the 


ask the Vice-President of the Committee | steel manufacturers of Llanelly from 
of Council on Education if he will confer} being deprived of coal necessary for 
with the Treasury as to the peeinens| ae manufacturing purposes,and British 
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colliers from losing employment ; and, 
in the event of the Crown Commissioner 
for Woods and Forests not being able to 
cancel the lease, whether, in the interests 
of British traders and British workmen. 
he can assure the House that in the future 
no Crown land will be sub-let or let to any 
foreign company. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHam- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The bulk 
of this area of Crown coal was let to 
some gentlemen at Llanelly in i896 for 
a term of twenty-one They 
never succeeded in raising sufficient 
capital in Wales or England to work it 
properly, although they made great efforts 
to do so, and it consequently remained 
unworked. Recently an arrangement 
was come to by them with a Belgian 
gentleman who was willing to provide 
the necessary capital, and he has taken an 
assignment of the lease. The Commis- 
sioner of Woods has agreed to grant him 
a new lease for an extended term when 
he shall have sunk certain deep shafts. 
This agreement cannot be cancelled -by 
the Commissioner. I cannot give an 
absolute promise of the nature suggested 
iv the last paragraph, but such cases are 
not. | hope. likely to recur, and British 
subjects will, other things being equal. 
always be accepted as tenants in prefer- 
ence to foreigners or foreign companies. 


vears. 


LONDON AND PARIS MAIL. 

Captain NORTON: | beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, us repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether. 
having regard to the negotiations now 
proceeding between the French and 
Knglish postal authorities for improving 
the London and Paris mail services, 
the Postmaster General will direct. the 
attention of the French postal authorities 
to the practical advantages 
firms and correspondents generally in 
France and Great Britain — more 
especially in the provinces—would derive 
if the morning mail were started from 
London and Paris at 7.30 or & aa. 
instead of at 9 acm. 


business 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
question of an earlier departure of the day 
mail between London and Paris in both 
directions has already been fully dis- 
sritish and French 


cussed between the 
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Post Offices ; and it is found that the 
change would in each case be attended by 
drawbacks of a serious nature. The 
hon. Member may, however. like to 
know that. asa result of a recent con- 
ference, the French authorities have. 
at the instance of the Postmaster General. 
made special arrangements for accelera- 
ting the arrival in Paris of letters sent 
from London by the day service in 
order that they may be distributed by an 
earlier delivery than heretofore. 

IRELAND—CONGESTED DISTRICTS 

BOARD. 

Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL (Mayo. 8.) : 
| beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of [reland whether 
he can state the number of acres 
of land purchased by the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board in Ireland since the 1st April, 
1900; the aggregate sum of purchase 
money paid; the average number of 
years purchase given ; and the counties 
within which the transfer of property 
took place. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover) : Since 
the date mentioned, the Board has pur- 
chased 5.711 acres in the counties of 
Donegal, Mayo. and Galway for the 
sum of £13.480, including landlords’ 
and tenants’ interests. In some cases 
the lands purchased were untenanted, 
in some tenanted, and in others partly 
tenanted ; the number of years pur- 
chase cannot, therefore, be computed. In 
sume cases the lands were subject to head 
rents, quit rents, and tithe rent charges, 
and in others they were free of all rents 
or charges whatsoever ; and the latter, of 
course, commanded a higher price than 
the former. The board is negotiating 
for the purchase of other cstates com- 
prisng 13,390 acres. 

POLICE MALPRACTICES AT 
MULLOUGH. 

Magor JAMESON (Clare, W.): 1 beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that Police-sergeant Sheridan and Con- 
stable Mahony, of Mullough police sta- 
tion. have been dismissed the service tor 
placing boycotting notices in the pocket 
of a man named Ryan and subsequently 
arresting him; and what steps do [lis 
Majesty's Government propose to take 
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to safeguard the public against such 
practices on the part of the police. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Sergeant Sheridan 
and Constable Mahony arrested on the 
Ist January, at Mullough, county Clare, 
aman named John Ryan, alleging that 
they had observed him in the act of post- 
ing a threatening notice, and that sub- 
sequently they had discovered two other 
threatening notices in his pockets. He 
was brought before the resident magis- 
trate at Miltown Malbay on the following 
morning and remanded from time to 
time unti’ the 26th January, when he 
was discharged from custody on the 
ground that the evidence would not have 
secured a conviction. No other course 
could properly have been taken when the 
evidence brought forward was, in the 
opinion of the Crown, untrustworthy. 
These police officers were not discharged 
for placingthe notices inthe man’s pocket. 
They were discharged for supporting a 
charge by evidence of a character so un- 
satisfactory and conflicting as to render 
their further retention in the force un- 
desirable in the interests of the public. 


Questions. 


TRACTION ENGINE TRAFFIC ON 
BALLYMENA ROAD. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.) : 
| beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Lreland whether he is 
aware that in the Local Government Act 
tor Ireland there is no provision to compel 
the users of traction engines to pay for 
excessive wear of public roads ; and that 
the use of these engines has made the iron 
ore road, 650. perches in length, between 
Glenarm and Ballymena, almost im- 
passable, and has increased the cost to the 
ratepayers by over £800 per annuum for 
maintenance above the sum required 
before the mineral trattic began in 1870 ; 
and whether he will take steps to relieve 
the inhabitants of the districts of this tax 
by assimilating the law in this respect 
with that of England—namely, the Act 
of 1878—so that damages may be re- 
covered in Lreland by the local authorities 
in regard to excessive wear on highways, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Under Section 23 
of the Highways and Locomotives Act, 
1878, us amended by Section 12 of the 
Locomotives Act, 1898, damages can be 
recovered by the local authority in Eng- 
land in respect of excessive wear on high- 
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ways by reason of extraordinary traffic. 
These enactments do not apply to Ireland: 
but I will consider the question of assimi- 
lating the law in this respect in both coun- 
tries. I may add that, without further 
inquiry than I have been able to give to 
the matter, | cannot say how far the 
words “ extraordinary traftic ” apply to 
traffic conducted otherwise than by 
traction engines. 
COUNTY 
FINANCE. 
*Mr. COGAN (Wicklow, E.): 1 beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that, at the quarterly meeting ot 
the Wicklow County Council on 25th 
February, the secretary reported that, 
although he had his calculations ready 
as far as possible for the estimates for the 
ensuing financial year, he was unable to 
complete them owing to the failure of the 
Valuation Office to forward him the re- 
vised valuations of the urban districts, 
and the total for the county, and inform- 
ing him they would not be ready betore 
the Ist March, although the Order in 
Council requires the estimate to be 
adopted by the county council by the Ist 
March; that he then communicated 
with the Local Government Board, anddid 
hot receive a reply until the 25th ultime, 
stating that he could act on last year's 
valuation, but that the secretary reported 
this would be a dangerous experiment 
owing to the opposition of some urban 
councils to the demands of the county 
council, and that in any case the letter 
from the Local Government Board was 
received too late to enable him to com- 
plete his estimate ; and that the county 
council adjourned without adopting the 
estimate for the ensuing year ; whether 
the Local Government Board will take 
the necessary steps to legalise the action 
of the county council when they adopt 
their estimate after Ist March. as they 
have been precluded from doing so within 
the time limited by the Order in Council 
owing to the failure of the Valuation 
Ofticein furnishing the necessary report in 
time ; and whether the Government will 
take steps to increase the staff of the Valu- 
ation Office, so as to enable it to supply to 
county councils in Ireland information 
required by them in sufficient time to 
enable them to proceed with their busi- 
ness in a regular manner. 


WICKLOW COUNCIL 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts 
substantially as stated in the first para- | 
graph of the question, but the county | 
council received the revised 
lists for all the rural districts on the Ist of 
February. There are two urban dis- 
tricts in the county, and the charge in the 
valuation of these only amounted to a 
sum of £220, so that there was really no 
valid reason why the estimate should 


not have been completed in Wicklow, as | 


in other counties, with all necessary ac- 
curacy. 
are not in any 


way in default, 


making the estimate in county Wicklow, 
over the difficulty. 
in the staff 


so as to get 
crease is necessary 
Valuation Office. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN 
UNION. 


of the 


CASHEL 


Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, | 
Mid): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary | 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Lreland if he | 


can state on what grounds the applica- 
tion for a cottage by a labourer, named 


Dwyer, of Rosheg, East Division of 
Kilpatrick, Cashel Union, county of 
Tipperary, was twice rejected by the 


Local Government Board, the house of 
applicant having been certified by the 
Medical Sanitary Officer as being unfit 
to shelter cattle; whether he is aware 
that a petition signed by the Roman 
Catholic and Protestant clergymen of 
the parish, and all the ratepayers, was 
forwarded to the 
Board to reconsider the rejection, and 
its prayer retused; and whether he 
will now take steps to have this applica- 
tion reconsidered. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The proposal was | 
rejected in 1893 because Mary Dywer 
acknowledged that she was not an 
agricultural labourer. It was again 
rejected in 1899 because two cottages, 
erected in the vicinity for agricultural 
labourers, were occupied by a shoemaker 
and a blacksmith, contrary to the pro- 
visions of the Labourers Act of 1883. 
If this state of things still exists it does 
not appear that a different decision 
could now be arrived at. 


IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOL 


REQUISITES. 
Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL* (Kerry, 
W.): 


I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
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are | 


valuation | 


The Local Government Board | 
but as | 
there has been some misunderstanding | 
it will be prepared to extend the time for | 


No in- | 


Local Government | 
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| the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
‘the requisites for the new programme in 
Irish national schools are yet re sady ; will 
the Education Office make a free grant 
of those requisites to all schools ; are the 
requisites manufactured in Ireland : and 
| has any one person or company a mono- 
poly in supplying those requisites. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: All the re (uisites 
needed in connection with the revised 
programme can be ordered by managers 
of schools through the Commissioneri’ 
stores in Dublin. It is the intention of 
the Commissioners to make equipment 
grants of the requisites required for 
| hand and eye training and eleme ntary 
science instruction to the most neces- 
sitous of the national Some 
jot the requisites are manufactured in 
| Ireland, and some are not. The answer 
to the second paragraph is in the nega- 
tive. 


sc thools. 


IRISH EMIGRATION, 


Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
state the number of emigrants who leit 
Ireland from the Ist January, 1901, to 
the 31st December of the same year, and 
how many of the total left the province 
of Connaught. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: 
clearly a misprint for 1900. The number 
of emigrants from Ireland in the past 
} year was 45,288, of whom 14.060 were 


The year 1901 is 


| from the province of Connaught. 


| 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
May I ask whether that total is larger 
‘than the total for 1899, and the total for 
‘the year 1899 larger than that for the 
| year 1898 ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 
Member . correct. The total for the 
past year is higher than the total for 
the fase Si four years, and lower than 
for several years prior to 1896. 





I believe the hon. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


SHILLELAGH UNION—CHARGES 
AGAINST NURSE JOYCE 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): | beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he is 
aware that charges made by Dr. Bolster, 
Tinahely, against Nurse Joyce, an em- 
ployee of the Shillelagh Union, were 
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investigated by the guardians of that | 
union, and dismissed as unfounded ; will | 
he explain why the Local Government | 
Board, overriding the decision of the , 
guardians, ordered a new inquiry to be | 
held by their own inspector, Dr. Flinn ; 
also, why the latter, after making 
arrangements to hold the inquiry in | 
the Tinahely Courthouse, subsequently, 
without explanation to witnesses and 
other persons concerned, held the in- 
quiry in Shillelagh ; whether Dr. Flinn 
called for a list of witnesses on behalf of 
the accuser and accused, and also sum- | 
mnoned Dr. Bolster’s witnesses ; and, if 
«o, why did he not summon Nurse | 
Joyce's witnesses ; and whether he is' 
aware that notwithstanding Dr. Flinn’s 
statement to some of the guardians that 
there was nothing in Dr. Bolster’s | 
charges, he (Dr. Flinn) has given judg- | 
ment against Nurse Joyce ; and whether 
in view of Dr. Flinn’s procedure towards 
Mrs. Joyee, he will order Dr. Flinn’s | 
decision to be reconsidered, and direct 
anew inquiry to be held. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The charges pre- | 
ferred by Dr. Bolster against Nurse 
Joyee were investigated and dismissed 
by the guardians. In view of the) 
gravity of the charges the Local Govern- 
ment Board ordered a sworn inquiry to | 
be held by its inspector, Dr. Flinn. The | 
inquiry was held at Shillelagh, the usual | 
and most convenient place. All the 
witnesses on both sides whose evidence 
was likely to be material were sum- 
moned, and attended. Dr. Flinn did | 
not state that there was nothing in the 
charges against the nurse. The decision | 
was arrived at by the Board, not by 
Dr. Flinn, whose duty was simply to 
obtain evidence. It does not appear that | 
any further inquiry is called for. 


CHARGES AGAINST DR. BOLSTER. | 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to! 
isk the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 
Lieutenant of Ireland, having regard to 
the fact that the Shillelagh Guardians 
have investigated charges against Dr. 
Bolster of neglect and indifference to- 
wards patients holding union tickets for 
his attendance on them, and have 
declared the charges sufficiently estab-. 
lished to demand inquiry, will he see | 
that the inquiry into Dr. Bolster’s con- 
duct is held as soon as convenient. 


4 
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Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Local Govern- 
ment Board has called upon Dr. Bolster 
for his observations on the charges pre- 
ferred against him ; upon receipt of his 
reply the question of holding a sworn 
inquiry will be considered. 


GORTIN MAGISTERIAL BENCH. 
*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): IL 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


_Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 


attention has been called to the consti- 


tution of the petty sessions bench at 


Gortin, in North Tyrone, which consists 
almost exclusively of Protestant magis- 
trates, though the majority of the popu- 


| lation of the district are Roman Catholies ; 


and is he aware of the dissatisfaction 
existing in consequence among the 
Roman Catholic population ; and, if so, 


/ would he be pleased to call the attention 


of the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, in 
whom lies the sole power of appointing 
to the Irish magistracy, to this state ot 


affairs, with a view to redressing the 


grievance. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My attention has 


/not been directed to the religious com- 


position of the Justices in attendance 
at Gortin Petty Sessions ; but I have no 
reason to doubt the accuracy of the 
statements. In answer to the second 
paragraph, the right hon. Gentleman 
must be aware that recommendations 
for appointments to the Commission of 
the Peace in this, as in other districts, 
should be made to the Lieutenant of the 


/ County, who will submit them, if suit- 


able, for the consideration of the Lord 
Chancellor. It is not within my _pro- 
vince to intervene in the matter of these 
appointments as suggested, but I will 


|forward to the Lord Chancellor, for his 
information, a copy of the question and 


of my answer to it. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL: May I ask, is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that Lord 
Chancellors have conferred the com- 
mission of the peace quite irrespective 
of any recommendations from the Lieu- 
tenant of the County, and that it was 
done in many cases by the late Lord 


| Chancellor Walker ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not aware 
of that. It is not the practice which is 
being followed. 


_- 
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HORSE BREEDING IN COUNTY CORK. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, in view of the 
refusal of the Congested Districts Board 
to an application from the Ballydehob 
district (county Cork) for one of the 
hoard’s stallions suitable to the district, 


he will now take steps for the favourable 


reconsideration of this request. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The allocation of 


the Board's stallions has been 


after full and careful consideration of the 
circumstances of each district. and the 


Board regrets that it is unable to send a 

stallion to Ballydehob this season. 

CLOGHERHEAD POSTAL ARRANGE- 
MENTS. 

Mr. NOLAN (Louth, 8.) : 1 beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he is aware that letters for Clogherhead. 
county Louth, are despatched from the 


Drogheda Post Office a short time 
before the arrival of the limited 
mail; that, consequently, all letters 
from England, Scotland. and abroad 


for Clogerhead lie in Drogheda or 
Termonteckin for twenty-three hours 
before reaching their destination. which 
catises inconvenience to the families of 
Clogherhead fishermen. inany of whom 
are absent from home at the Scotch 
fisheries during the season and send 
home part of their earnings for their 
families, and deprives the farmers there 
of the means of prompt information as 
to the sales of their cattle and sheep con- 
signed to Liverpool and Saltford; and 
whether this delay could be obviated by 
causing the postal messenger trom Ter- 
monteckin, who delivers letters within a 
half mile of Clogherhead. to go direct and 
deposit letters for that office, and make 
the few house to house deliveries re- 
quired on his way back to Termonteckin. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General will consider whether 
a second post can be provided in the way 
suggested by the hon. Member, who 
shall be informed of the reswt. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
RETURNS. 
Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.) : | 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
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Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Return, Local Government Act (Ireland) 
Electoral Areas, moved for on 2nd August 
last, and ordered to be printed on 15th 
February, will be soon ready for dis. 
tribution. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : The Return, which 
is a very voluminous one, will, I hope, 
be ready for distribution in the course 
of the next fortnight. 


MEATH COUNTY COUNCIL 
BALANCES. 
*Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath. N.): | 
hey to ask the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he is aware that an 
assessment of income tax has been made 
on interest received by the Meath County 
Council on credit balances in the hands 


CREDIT 


of its county treasurer, pursuant to 
Section 2 of the County Treasurers 
Act, 1867; and that this income is 


applied by the county council to the 
relief of the destitute poor in lieu of poor 
rates; and whether he will direct the 
Conunissioners of Income Tax to cancel 


this assessment. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Inquiry is 
being made into the circumstances of 
this case. Assuming. however, that the 
facts are as stated. the proper course tor 
the Meath County Council to adopt, 
if they were dissatisfied with the assess- 
ment, was to appeal against it to the 
Commissioners for Special Purposes, 
from whose decision a further appeal 
lies to the court judge. lf 
the county council have failed to give 
notice of appeal within the time  pre- 
scribed by law, it will not now be possible 
to alter the assessment for the current 
year. But it is not in my power to give 
the directions suggested in this ques 
tion. 


*Mr. KENNEDY: The question is. are 
they liable to pay income tax on this 
interest which they receive on their 
credit balances,and which is applied to the 
relief of the poor! Is money applied to 
the reliet of the poor lia ble to income 
tux / 


County 


Siz M. HICKS BEACH: I should 
be rather surprised if it is so, but it isa 
legal question, and it is impossible for 
me to reply to it. 
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1045 (Questions. 
*Mr. KENNEDY: 
right hon. Gentleman, as chairman of 
the county council, that it is so. 


CLONES POST OFFICE—STAFF 
ACCOMMODATION. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): L beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if 
his attention has been directed to the 
office accommodation at Clones. where, 
with a mixed staff, there is an entire 
absence of sanitary arrangements and 
uo provision for heating; and will he 


tion, with a view to improved arrange- 
nents for the public and the staff. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
post office at Clones is located at 
present, as it has been for many years 
past, in a shop, half of which is used for 
the purposes of a private business. The 
accommodation is admittedly inadequate, 
but it is the best that could be obtained. 
A site for a new Crown post office is in 
course of acquisition, and plans are being 
prepared for a new building, which it 
is hoped will be commenced during the 
present vear, 


MEDICAL ATTENDANCE FOR THE 
CLONES MEDICAL STAFF. 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, if he is aware that 
a sorting clerk and telegraphist at Clones, 
who is only in receipt of 18s. per week, 
was recently refused payment of medical 
expenses incurred by him during illness, 
on the ground that the Department 
did not at that oftice provide gratuitous 
medical attention ; whether inquiry will 
be made with a view to the sum claimed 
being paid; and if he will state what 
are the conditions requisite to claim free 
medical attention. . 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It 
is the case that a sorting elerk and 
telegraphist at Clones who was absent 
on sick leave was informed that his 
medical expenses could not be paid by 
the Department. It is only at oftices to 
which a medical officer is attached that 
Post Office servants, whose pay does not 
exceed £150 a year, are entitled to free 
medical attendance ; and Clones is not 
one of these offices. i 
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IRISH LANGUAGE IN THE POST 
OFFICE. 


Questions. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, as Irish 
is taught in national and intermediate 
schools in Ireland, spoken and written 
by a portion of the population, the Post 
Office authorities in Lreland will take 
steps, by the appointment of competent 
officials, for the delivery of letters 
addressed in Irish. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
No inconvenience has been found to arise 
from ignorance of the Irish language on 
the part of officers of the Post Office 
employed in Ireland, and it is not thought 
necessary to take any special steps to 
ensure that such knowledge shall be 
possessed by them. 


LONDON BILLS IN PARLIAMENT— 
OPPOSITION BY METROPOLITAN 


BOROUGH COUNCILS. 

Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, E.) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he proposes 
to take action with reference to the 
powers of Metropolitan borough councils 
to oppose Bills in Parliament. having re- 
gard to the faet that Section 6, sub- 
section 6, of the London Government 
Act. 1899, is practically inoperative in 
the Metropolis in consequence of the 
provisions of the Borough Funds Act, 
1872, having to be observed. 

*THe PRESIDENT or THe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
LONG, Bristol, S.): The sub-section re- 
ferred to in the question places the 
councils of metropolitan boroughs in 
the same position with regard to oppos- 
ing Bills in Parliament as the councils 
of boroughs outside London. Some 
amendment of the Borough Funds Act 
generally is, L[ think, desirable. | 
could not undertake to propose legisla- 
tion for this purpose at the present 
time; but my hon. friend the Member 
for South Islington has now before the 
House a Bill on the subject, and I should 
hope that he may be able to make pro- 
gress with it. 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE—ARMY 
AND NAVY VOTES. 
GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Havertordwest): | beg to ask the First 
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Lord of the Treasury, in view of the rule | 
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|proceed to be taken notwithstanding 


that general questions connected with the | their absence from the lobbies. 


Army and Navy can only be discussed | 
on Vote A or Vote 1 
necessity that these Votes must be taken 
before 3lst March, and in view that His 
Majesty, in his Speech at the opening of 
the session, announced that measures 
would be submitted to the judgment of 
Parliament for increasing the efficiency 
of the military forces of the country, 
whether any arrangement can be made | 
by which the law may be complied with, 
and the number of men and _ provi- | 
sion for pay may be voted before the com- | 
mencement of the financial year, and an 
opportunity afforded to consider in fuller | 
detail the proposals of the Government. 


THE FIRST LORD or the TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.) : It is true, of course, that these Votes 
must be got before 31st March. I hope 
there will be an opportunity before that 
date of having a good discussion upon the | 
large issues involved. It would be also 
possible, of course, on later Votes to deal 
with some of the important questions to 
be raised this afternoon by my right hon. | 
friend. Ifthose opportunities prove really 
insufficient we shall have to :consider 
what course to pursue. 


VOTE ON ACCOUNT. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can say when he proposes to 
take the Report stage of the Vote on Ac- | 
count, and whether he will put it down 
as the first Order of the Day on which it 
is taken; and whether he will allow | 
ample time for its discussion. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR replied that he | 


was notin a position as yet to say when 
the Report stage would be taken. 


DIVISION REGULATIONS. 

Mr. PLUMMER (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : | 

I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- | 
sury whether he will undertake to 
consider the desirability of so amending 
the Rules and Orders or custom of the | 
House as to provide that the House need | 
not necessarily be cleared for a division, | 


, and that there is a | 


dee) r 


| 
| 
| 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The present 
method of working divisions seems to me 
in the main convenient. It is founded 


| upon practice and not upon Standing 
| Order, and I presume that under those 


circumstances it could be changed 


| without an alteration of our Standing 
| Orders. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
I beg to ask you, Mr. Speaker, 
whether a resolution of the House would 
be necessary to bring about an alteration 
of the practice in question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I should not like 
to say, as I have had no notice of this 
question, and, as far as | know, there is 
no resolution which would be considered 
binding on the House on the subject. 
But I have not made any research. | 
understand that, as the First Lord of the 
‘Treasury says, it is a matter of practice, 
and the practice as to the mode of taking 
divisions has been altered in my own 
time in some small details. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington. W.): Does 
not the question of clearing the House 
depend upon the Standing Order ! 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
so, but I should not like to answer the 
question dogmatically without notice. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
If there is no Standing Order requiring 
that Members should proceed to a divi- 
sion, on what ground is it that they are 
suspended for not going to a division ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. 
Member is entering into an argument. 


POINT OF PRACTICE—CAPTAIN DONE- 
LAN’S SUSPENSION (5TH MARCH)— 
EFFECT OF SUSPENSION ON MEM- 
BERS’ PRIORITY FOR MOTIONS AND 
BILLS. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): In con- 
nection, Sir, with the revision of the 
Order Paper, the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South-East Cork had first 
place at the ballot for a notice of motion 


and that the votes of Members who | on your leaving the chair and going 
remain in their places shall not be, into Committee ‘of Supply on the Army 


accounted in the division, 





which will | 


Estimates. That notice of motion is 
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removed from the Paper. I want to} 
know whether there is anything in the 
Standing Order directing that the notice 
standing in the name of the hon. Member 
for South-East Cork, who has been sus- 
pended for a week, should be removed 
from the Paper. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: What has been done 
in this case was done in pursuance of the 
order that the hon. Member would be 
suspended from the service of the House 
for one week, 


Mr. DILLON: Does that order mean 
that all notices of motion in his name 
must, as a consequence of his suspension, 
be removed from the Paper ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: No. As each day 
comes on and the Notice Paper is made 
out, if that is one of the days during 
which he is suspended any notice in his 
name is erased. 


Mr. DILLON : This is a matter of the 
greatest importance. Do I understand 
you to say, Sir, that, in the event of the 
business to which his notice applied | 
being postponed to a date subsequent to | 
the expiration of his suspension, his | 
right of priority will revive ? | 
*Mr. SPEAKER: No; I did not give 
you to understand that that would be | 
the rule if his name was erased, but 1| 
will see if any case has arisen before | 
similar to this. My impression at the | 
moment is that he loses his right of | 
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stand your ruling, Sir, that the hon. 
Member will lose his right of procedure if 
another Member below him on the Paper 
has brought on his motion. But in this 
case the question of your leaving the 
chair may be adjourned to-night before 
any Amendment is moved by any other 
Member, and | want to know, if at a date 
subsequent to the hon. Member's suspen- 
sion for a week the question is again put 
on the Paper, whether his right would 
not then revive ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I would not like to 
give an unconsidered answer to the 
question. It may depend on precedents. 
If the hon. Member comes to the chair 
during the evening, I will endeavour to 
give him what ,information I can. My 
present opinion is, as I stated before, 
that his right does not revive. 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. Hatsry reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had, 


;nominated the following Members to 
|serve on the Standing Committee for 


the consideration of all Bills relating to 
Trade (including Agriculture and Fish- 
ing), Shipping, and Manufacture :—Mr. 
Attorney General, Mr. Baird, Mr. Bald- 
win, Mr. Gerald Balfour, Mr. Beckett, 
Mr Boland, Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. John 
Burns, Mr. Burt, Sir Charles Cayzer, 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. 
Channing, Mr. Cohen, Mr. Jesse Col- 
lings, Sir John Colomb, Mr. Cremer, 





priority if another Member gets in front | Mr. Crombie, Sir Charles Dalrymple, 
of him on the Order Paper. | Mr. Daly, Sir Frederick Dixon-Hartland, 
'Mr. Doughty, Mr. J. P. Farrell, Sir 

Mr. DILLON: Hon. Members must! Robert Penrose-FitzGerald, Sir Fortes- 
see that this is a matter of great im- | cue Flannery, Sir Henry Fowler, Mr. 
portance. To suit your convenience, | (jalloway, Mr. Harrington, Sir Alfred 
Sir, | was thinking of putting a question | Hickman, Mr. Brodie Hoare, Sir William 
on Monday next in reference to this point, | Hornby, Sir William Houldsworth, 
asking you in the meantime to consider | Major Jameson, Mr. Jeffreys, Sir James 
how the hon. Member's position stands | Jojcey, Mr. Kemp, Mr. Lambert, Sir 
as regards this notice. It affects not| Elliott Lees, Mr. Lloyd-George, Colonel 
only questions of priority for a notice of | Long, Mr. Walter Long, Dr. MacDonnell, 
motion, but also Bills. Mr. Macartney, Mr. Mather, Mr. Charles 
Morley, Mr. Oldroyd, Mr. Parkes, Mr. 
Pike Pease, Colonel Pilkington, Sir James 
Rankin, Mr. Renshaw, Sir Albert Rollit, 
Mr. Round, Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. 
Stuart Samuel, Mr. Seton-Karr, Mr. 





*Mr. SPEAKER: [ must deprecate | 
the practice of putting questions of this | 
kind to the Speaker. It is the Speaker's 
duty merely toanswer questions of order 
and procedure as they arise. Thomas Shaw, Sir Barrington Simeon, 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: May I ask| Mr. Samuel Smith, Mr. Strachey, Mr. 
one additional question ? I quite under-| Tennant, Mr. Tomlinson, Mr. Tully, Mr. 
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George Whiteley, Sir Frederick Wills, 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham), Mr. John 
Wilson (Falkirk), Mr. Wolff. and Mr. 
Samuel Young. 

Mr. Hatsey further reported from the 
Committee of Selection, That they had 
nominated the following Members to 
serve on the Standing Committee for the 
consideration of all Bills relating to Law, 
and Courts of Justice, and Legal Proce- 
dure which may, by Order of the House. 
be committed to such Standing Com- 
mittee :—The Lord Advocate, Mr. 
Asquith, Mr. Atherley-Jones, Mr. 
Atkinson, Mr. Barlow, Mr. Bartley, Mr. 
Beach. Mr. Butcher, Mr. Carew, Lord 
Hugh Cecil, Mr. Claney, Mr. Coghill, Mr. 
Cripps, Sir Savile Crossley, Mr. Bromley- 
Davenport, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. 
Dillon. Mr. Tatton Egerton, Mr. Arthur 
Elliot. Mr. Samuel Evans, Mr. Faber, 
Sir George Fardell, Mr. Flynn, Mr. 
Vicary Gibbs. Sir Frederick Godson, 
Mr. Goulding, Mr. Graham, Mr. H. D. 
Greene, Mr. Haldane, Mr. Harwood, 
Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. James Heath, Mr. 
Helder, Mr. Hemphill. Mr. Henry Hob- 
house, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Brynmor Jones, 
Mr. Jordan. Mr. Lees Knowles. Mr. 
W. F. Lawrence. Sir Joseph Leese. Mr. 
Loder, Mr. A. K. Loyd, Mr. Lyttelton. 
Dr. Maenamara, Mr. MacNeill, Sir 
Henry Meysey-Thompson, Colonel Mil- 
ward, Mr. Arthur Morton, Mr. Lloyd 
Morgan, Captain Norton, Sir Francis 
Powell, Colonel Pryce--Jones, Sir Robert 
Reid, Mr. Rentoul, Mr. Secretary Ritchie, 
Mr. Bryn Roberts, Mr. Parker Smith, 
Mr. Soames, Mr. Solicitor General. Mr. 
Ernest Spencer, Mr. Stevenson, Sir Ben- 
jamin Stone, Mr. Ure, Sir Howard 
Vincent, Mr. Robert Wallace. Mr. Warr. 
and Sir James Woodhouse. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILL. 


PLACES (EXEMPTION 
RATES) (SCOTLAND). 


BURIAL FROM 
Bill to amend the Rating Exemp- 
tions (Scotland) Act. 1874, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Shaw-Stewart, Sir 
John Stirling-Maxwell, Mr. Colville, Sir 
Lewis M'Iver, and Mr. Eugene Wason. 
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|debauched by the graceful oratory of 


Army Estimates, 1059 


BURIAL PLACES (EXEMPTION FROM 
RATES) (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“To amend the Rating Exemptions 
(Scotland) Act, 1874. presented accord. 
ingly, and read the first time: to be 
read a second time upon Thursday next, 
and to be printed. | Bill 92.] 


SUPPLY (ARMY ESTIMATES), 


Order for Committee read. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE vor 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild 
ford): I rise to make a motion which 
has never before been made by a Minister 
in this House, and I trust will never 
require to be made again—namely, that 
you, Mr. Speaker, do now leave the 
chair in order to consider Army Esti- 
mates amounting to close upon eighty- 
eight millions of money. It is just five 
years since I rose from this bench and 
in some degree apologised to the House 
for introducing Estimates to the extent 
of £18,000,000 in a time of protound 
peace. The progress of events has singu- 
larly dwarfed the Estimates which were 
presented in 1896. In 1898 it was my 
duty to ask for £19,250,000, with a 
further liability. which appeared on the 
Estimates of 1899, that brought them 
up to £20,500,000, In 1900 my right 
hon. friend the present Chief Secretary 
for Ireland moved for Estimates which. 
at the then rate and with the addition 
as to men, raised the £20,500,000. to 
£25,500,000. I have now to submit to 
the House Estimates for the year, apart 
from the war in South Africa, but in- 
cluding provision for reserves of stores 
which will not accrue for the next three 
or four years, amounting for the normal 
Estimates alone to £29,685,000. I pro- 
pose to-night to devote myself mainly to 
a consideration of the normal Estimates. 
As regards these larger figures the 
House of Commons has almost become 
inured to them. They would have been 
regarded some years ago with perturba- 
tion ; they are now accepted almost, | 
think, with relief, because they tend 
to show that we are taking steps which 
must lead to nearing the termination 
of the war. And even in respect of these 
large figures the House of Commons has 
been, in my judgment, corrupted and 
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my right hon. friend the Chief Secretary, | We can do that to-night calmly and with 
for he succeeded in so veiling his pro-| out any degree of panic. But I would 
posals last year that. although he was | like to remind the House that this is not 
making such great demands, he man- the first time that this House has been 
aged to preserve an appearance of mode- invited to consider the system of its 
ration, and even of abstemiousness.; Army. During the last century there 
which caused many Members as they | were three occasions on which the whole 
left the House, when they heard him | Army system of the country was brought 
move for £50,000,000, to express their under consideration. The first was after 
regret that he had not gone as far as the Great War. in which it took us 
£75,000,000, To-night I believe I shall | years to provide the Duke of Wellington 
best be consulting the interests of the | in the Peninsula with the foree which 
House by dropping. except for a very | Was necessary even to hold his own in 
few words, allusion to the War Estimates. | a defensive position against the great 
We have had long discussions upon | foree which was arrayed against him : 
them, and I do not propose either to|and ultimately, 1 think, the extreme 
vindicate the policy of the war or to | amount of the efforts of many years and 
prophesy as to its duration. All I would | of Immense expenditure was that we were 
sav is that what we have taken as the | able to find him 65,000 men. But after 
cost of the war is what we regard as|that experience, when a_ partial dis- 
armament began in 1814, we had profited 
have to ask from the House of Commons. by our experience so badly that in 1815, 
In taking so large a figure it is an earnest | although there were something like 
of our intention to pursue the war at | 210,000 troops voted for that year, 
all costs to a conclusion. We are send-| with the most supreme effort we were 
not able to provide the Duke of Wel- 
believe are necessary to that end. We lington with more than 40,000 men in 
have stinted the generals on the spot in Flanders. _As every one knows, this 
nothing. On the other hand. though | country, like other countries, went to 
our demands are so large, and though sleep for forty years afterwards in mili- 
our intention is absolutely determined | tary matters, and our organisation he- 
as to the pursuance of the war, there are | came so rusty in the later years of the 
no Members of the House who will be | Duke of Wellington that in the Crimea 
as glad as the Members on this bench | we were found deficient in everything 
when it is possible to relieve the country | that was needed to make an army except 
of the cost of the war, and of all the | the bravery of our troops. We had not 
Members on this bench there is none | enough men ; we had not enough horses ; 
who will more gladly than the Minister | we had no commissariat and supplies ; our 
who is now addressing the House wel- | officers were untrained, and our generals 
come its termination. | were inexperienced. Even after that ex- 

li I may take it that the House agrees | perience, we took so little heed of our posi- 
with me that we may devote ourselves | tion that there was no time during the last 
more to the large and, I admit, increasing | century in which the British Army was 
cost of our normal military establish- | Weaker than between 1860 and 1870. It 
ment, I propose to leave altogether aside | Was not only the army in this country that 
the stale controversies with regard to| Was insufficient, but the army which, 
the war—as to its conduct, as to who| after the Indian Mutiny, and after the 
began it—and to go to the root of the | reat awakening in India, should have 
matter with regard to the future organi-| been maintained in that country was 
sation of our Army. I want to ask the constantly short by hundreds and thou- 
House to consider what our Army is | sands of men, and, as is well known, 
Is it in strength and | With absolutely no reserve at home to 


being the full sum that we are likely to 


ing out the reinforcements which we 





organised for. 
character capable of fulfilling its proper | draw upon. 

functions ? Are we to pull down the; The third and last awakening came 
existing system and build it up anew, | in 1870, the period of the Franco-German 
or can we found on the existing system | war. We then had a real reorganisation 
what is necessary to secure our home|of the Army. We had _ then great 
defence and our foreign obligations ?| changes, the effects of which, I venture 
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to say, have never been appreciated I should like that it should be felt that 


until the war which is now going on. 
But it is a most remarkable fact that so 
unpopular is Army reform, so wedded 
are the people of this country to past 
associations and prejudices which may 
be considered antiquated, that, whether 
it was some fault in the presentation 
of the subject, whether it was the per- 
sonality of the man, or whether it was 
the general unpopularity of touching 
things to which men had long been 
accustomed, I have never in my experi- 
ence heard a single cheer in this House 
when the name of the man who abolished 
purchase and who first started short 
service in the British Army has been men- 
tioned. The unpopularity of Mr. Card- 
well in respect of these matters was 
great at the time. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : Not in this House. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The right hon. 
Gentleman has the advantage of me. 
He was in the House at the time. lam 
glad to hear his statement. [ am think- 
ing more of the country than of the 
House. I cannot help feeling that we 
owe something to Lord Cardwell’smemory 
in view of the use to which we have 
put his great reforms in the course 
of the last few months. Surely the proud- 
est inheritance of a statesman is not 
in the immediate cheers with which his 
fellow-countrymen may greet a popular 
but perhaps not altogether successful 
movement, but in the fact that after 
thirty years that system, with but small 
modifications, gave us 80,000 reservists, 
of whom 96 or 97 per cent. were found 
efficient, which has enabled us to keep, 
apart from Volunteers and Colonials, 
an army of 150,000 Regulars in the 


field for fifteen months, and which gave | 


us those manceuvres which were too long 
dropped by successive Governments, 
and which are in the opinion of all our 
military leaders 
order to get an acquaintance with the 
practice of war. Now we have another 
great awakening, or rather a discovery, 
thet there are many flaws and imper- 
fections even in those portions of our 
Army system which were deemed to be 
best. I should like to state that, though I 
am here to state the views of the Govern- 
ment as to the changes that are necessary 


Mr. Brodrick. 


,’ 


absolutely necessary in | 


the greatest change which has taken place 
with regard to our war policy is not in 
|the Government but in the House of 
Commons and the people. I have over 
and over again endeavoured to persuade 
‘the House of Commons that it was 
necessary for us to organise our forces on 
the principle of being able to send two 
army corps abroad. I have had the 
scantiest attendance and backing of the 
House for these proposals. For home 
defence everybody was willing to act ; but 
home defence in the minds of a great 
many Members represents not an or- 
| ganised army, not .even with regard to 
jour auxiliary forces, no compulsion 
| with regard to drill, but simply the accept. 
| ance from every man of that amount 
|of service which he desires to give— 
| various proposals that are very pleasant 
}and which ean be reeled off easily— 
| but which really mean the organisation 
of your Army on the system of the 
Boxers, an idéa of a military system 
that every man should shoulder a 
rifle and stand in front of his own door, 
Not only have there beea failings in re- 
gard to organisation, but there have been 
many doubts as regards the numbers. 
When, in 1898, I asked for ‘5,000 addi- 
tional men I remember a question from 
that Bench and a great deal being said 
as to whether these numbers were neces 
sary. 

What has been our experience in 
regard to organisation and numbers has 
also been our experience in regard to 
manceuvres. I have extracted from the 
House, with the greatest reluctance, com- 
pulsory powers in regard to manceuvres. 
They may bean imperfect preparation for 
war, but, in my opinion, they are better 
than no preparation at all. All our pro- 
posals in regard to manuvres have been 
cut down largely by the House. With 
regard to ranges, we had need to fight a 
battle upstairs before Committee before 
we obtained power to close the smallest 
| footpath, just as we have now, if we 
| want to take property by compulsion, 
|to run the gauntlet of judges and others, 
(under whose auspices we pay, I say 
| without hesitation and without fear of 
contradiction, on the average 50 per 
cent. more than the land is worth. | 

could give instances to prove it ; and, as I 
| see that hon. Members for Ireland take 
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some interest in this question, I may 
say that in Ireland it is still worse, for 
there you have to deal not only with the 
landlord, but with the tenant. The 
result of all that is that up till now there 
have been the greatest possible diffi- 
culties placed in the way of the Govern- 
ment—not theoretically, because | admit 
this House has never refused demands 
for men or for money—but in all the 
accessories, in all that goes in the way 
of spending the money well and making 
the men efficient, this House has: been 
reluctant to trespass on private rights 
or the feelings of individuals. I often 
hear hon. Members boast that we are by 
nature a fighting race. I can only say 
that we may be a fighting race, but it is 
only by accident that we are a military 
nation. Now we have to consider how 
we can turn that accident into a per- 
manent opportunity. 

I should like to detain the House for a 
moment on the lessons which this war has 
taught us. In the first place, | think 
the House will agree with me that we 
can no longer lay to our souls the flatter- 
ing unction that we have not got to be 
prepared to send two army corps abroad. 
I think the events of the last fifteen 
months have proved, first of all, that we 
must be prepared to send more than 
two army corps abroad ; secondly, that 
these army corps must be better orga- 
nised; and, thirdly, that, when you 
have parted with the force which it is 
necessary to send out of the kingdom, 
you must have a sufficient organisation 
at home for our own protection. In 
addition to that, it has been made ob- 
vious that our artillery is insufficient, 
and that our field artillery requires to 
be supplemented by heavier field artil- 
lery. Sir, it is also perfectly clear that 
the exigencies of modern warfare, the 
greatly extended positions which are 
held, and the necessity of rapid move- 
ment make it necessary that we should 
be provided with a much larger body of 
mounted troops. There is, as I have 
already admitted, a reform also needed 
in our Army Medical Service, and in 
our transport service. But there is 
another question, not so much of money 
and of men; we want a reform of our 
drill and training. We want less barrack 
square drill. We want more scouting, we 
more indi- 
[FOURTH SERIES. | 


want more independence, 


VOL. XC. 


{8 Marcu 1901} 





1058 


viduality amongst the men. All these 
things will give us plenty of food for 
thought, and will give Lord Roberts a 
wide arena in which to exercise his great 
talents. But, having said so much as to 
the defects which have been brought to 
light by the war, let us, before passing, 
congratulate ourselves that, in the war, 
we have still found the spirit of our 
troops as excellent as it has ever been. 
If our officers have not been trained 
to the highest professional pitch, no man 
in the world, whether he be our friend 
or our foe, can deny that they have 
shown the greatest bravery and _ gal- 
lantry on all occasions. In addition to 
that, we may also congratulate ourselves 
that both our gun and rifle practice has 
been good ; and | think we may say this 
for our system : that, whether it was pre- 
pared or not prepared for all emergencies, 
it has shown marvellous adaptability 
in hastily providing a home defence 
which gave us more men in barracks in 
the course of last year than we had at 
any time of profound peace. I think 
that those who administer the Service 
may well be grateful to the country at 
large for having borne the very unex- 
pected reverses with a patience and 
calmness and self-possession worthy of 
the greatest praise. 

In approaching the subject of reform, 
I would ask the House to allow me to 
mention two points on which we differ 
from any other nation in regard to the 
problems we have to face. In the first 
place, we have got to keep an enormous 
force abroad, quite apart from war, in a 
time of peace. We have got to provide, 
to equip, 115,000 men in India and the 
Colonies, mostly in tropical stations, 
and we have to attempt to do that, which 
no other Power attempts, relying en- 
tirely upon voluntary enlistment. If we 
arrive finally at a decision that we can 
build up on the present system, it will not 
be for want of consideration of what 
other systems can do. The right hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean has impressed on the attention 
of the House more than once the desira- 
bility of having a separate Indian army. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) : That is putting it 
too strongly. A separate system of en- 
listment rather than a separate Indian 
army. 
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*Mr. BRODRICK: I have always defence. I do not doubt that man for 


thought that the right hon. Gentleman 
rather favoured that view, and have felt 
that the fact of my never having been 
able to find any way to accept it was the 
key of a good deal of his want of confi- 
dence in my fitness for the post I now 
occupy. At all events, I might explain 
to the House why we cannot accept the 
idea of a separate Indian army. In the 
first place, we have 75,000 men in India. 
If you are to have a separate Indian 
army, you must train the recruits before 
they leave this country. You must also 
have them at a certain age, because we 
never send men to India between eighteen 
and twenty years of age. The recruits 
require to train two years at home in 
order to fit them to go to India. That 
means you must keep two years drafts ; 
and experience shows that if you want 
to keep a regiment of 1,000 men in India 
you must keep as drafts between 400 
and 500 men in England who belong to 
no regiment, who are enlisted solely for 
the Indian Army, who are only partially 
trained before they leave, and who forma 
force accountable to nobody, and form no 
part ofaunitat home. If, instead of these 
400 or 500, you raise them to 800, and 
form them into a battalion at home, you 
will have the nucleus of battalions which 
with Reservists added makes up regi- 
ments. Reservists have given satisfaction 
to every general under whom they have 
served in South Africa. If you were to 
attempt a separate Indian army, you 
would not only have a much greater 
cost on your active list, but you 
would have men serving nine or ten 
years in India, and you would ineur a 
greater expense for pensions. You 
would have a no more effective army in 
India and a less effective one at home. 
We therefore reject the idea of a separate 
Indian army. The next question is, Is 
our Army in future for home defence to 
be a voluntary Army, or is it to be re- 
cruited by compulsion ; I am perfectly 
aware of the delicate ground on which 
I am treading in respect to the question 
of voluntary or compulsory service. | 
know very well how easy it is in this 
House to win cheap cheers by a proud 
declaration about adhesion to the volun- 
tary system. | think the voluntary 
system for home defence is not a thing 


to, be proud ot, unless you get an efficient 





man a voluntary army is better than a 
conscription army, but mass for mass a 
trained army of conscripts is better than 
an incompletely trained army of volun- 
teers, and especially if it happens to out- 
number them. Therefore my adhesion 
to the voluntary system is strictly 
limited by our ability to obtain under it a 
force with which our military authorities 
can satisfy the Government that they 
have sufficient force to resist invasion 
and can maintain it to their satisfaction. 
At the same time the Government fully 
recognise that, while the country is 
willing to pay heavily to escape invasion, 
it is incumbent on the Government to 
exhaust every means before coming 
forward with any such proposals, and 
especially under the circumstances of 
the present time. 

We have never had such recruiting 
as we had last year under the influence 
of the warlike spirit that pervaded the 
country and the conviction that the 
war was just and necessary. That war 
spirit has brought us the largest number 
of recruits to the Army in any year in 
any period of our history. The recruits 
for the Army were 46,000, and for the 
Militia, deducting those who went into 
the Army, 30,000. Ten thousand Yeo- 
manry enlisted last year on the cavalry 


rate of pay, and 57,000 additional 
Volunteers joined during the year, 


making a total of 140,000 men who came 
forward voluntarily for service during 
1900. Be it remembered that a large 
majority of these were recruited for 
service in the war, to which those who 
joined the Army were liable. Thirty- 
five Militia battalions offered for foreign 
service, and were at disposal for South 
Afriea ; 10,000 Yeomanry went and 
10,000 Volunteers, and we can have 
another 10,000 when we want them. I 
think, then, that any proposal that did 
not proceed on voluntary lines would be, 
as it were, applying spurs to a_ willing 


horse ; although I fully realise what the | 


difficulty may still be in keeping up the 
required force with the advantage which 
is possessed by nearly every other nation 
in the world. 

I think the first thing to remember 1s 
that our Army must be a national Army, 
and any step in a direction which is con- 
trary to our previous policy should not 
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be taken until it receives the support, at 
all events, of the vast majority of the 
country. To take a step of that kind, 
which a future Government might feel 
it to be their duty to go back upon, 
would be, I think, disastrous to the Army 
and the country. On the other hand, 
perhaps I may be allowed to address one 
word of warning to the House with re- 
gard to that. I do not believe that this 
great spirit of recruiting will continue 
with the same intensity after the war is 
over. I am not at all certain that the 
ease With which money is obtained now 
will be borne out by the pleasure with 
which the taxation necessary for it will 
be paid. I never come down to the 
House of Commons without being sup- 
jected in the lobby to the demand that 
we should increase the pay, or that we 
should add to the expenditure in some 
direction in regard to the war or at home. 
[ hardly ever get a letter from a Member 
that does not invite consideration of some 
great and, to his mind, undoubted hard- 
ship suffered by somebody or some class of 
individuals. There is no section of the 
various component parts of our national 
defence which has not been the subject 
of representation to me in some form or 
another in the last few weeks with a 
view to a great addition of expenditure. 
But | know also that if at this moment 
[am attacked for parsimony, I think the 
day is not far distant when I shall be 
attacked for extravagance; and I can 
well realise that among those who are 
loudest in calling for expenditure there 
may be many who would feel the pinch 
very heavily in years to come, and I even 
think, as | pass the lamp-post in Palace 
Yard, there will be plenty of people who 
would be glad to hold on to one end of a 
rope if they could only be persuaded that 
[ myself or the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer was attached to the other 
end. 

Our proposal, therefore, is to lay down 
what is necessary for the country to ob- 
tain. We know that we can equip any 
force that is necessary, and let us see if we 
cannot train them. If we lack recruits, 
if the war fever is followed by a peace 
collapse, I think we shall be very pusil- 
lanimous if we do not make further pro- 
posals to the House. Remember that 


what we ask the House to do is to ensure 
us a system of defence for which not only 
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| our own forefathers made great sacrifices 


but for which our neighbours, whether 
they live under a democratic or despotic 
government, consider that at this 
moment no sacrifice is too great. I am, 
therefore, not going to accommodate the 
organisation I propose to our existing 
resources. Iam going to consider how 
we can find proper resources for the 
organisation that is necessary. If I may 
trouble the House for a few minutes 
longer on this subject, I shall endeavour 
to lay down what it is for which we ought 
to prepare. In the first place, when we 
talk of home defence, let us not confuse 
our minds by considering the position and 
action of the Navy. The Navy is ob- 
viously our first line of defence, and if all 
naval matters were matters of certainty, 
we might dispense with an army for 
home defence altogether. I quite agree 
that invasion may be an off-chance, but 
you cannot run an Empire of this size on 
off-chances. We are bound, with Army 
and Navy acting together, to provide a 
proper system of home defence. I must 
also lay this down—we must have proper 
provision for foreign war. If five years 
ago I had tried to persuade anybody in 
this House that we should be sending 
three army corps to South Africa I should 
have been the object of ridicule to those 
who belittle our power of sending troops 
abroad, and I think I should have been 
the object of contempt to those who be- 
little the power of our opponents, especi- 
ally in South Africa. Well, we have not 
only had to send three army corps but six 
army corps to South Africa—I mean the 
equivalent of six army corps. I trust 
we shall never have to send that number 
of troops abroad again ; but we must re- 
member that Africa is not the only con- 
tinent on which we have great commit- 
ments. On two other continents we 
have commitments, and we must realise 
that we have interests there we are bound 
to defend. It may be contended—I do 
not deny it—that a wise foreign policy 
may go far to keep us out of enterprises 
and entanglements. [Opposition cheers. ] 
Yes, but we have to recollect that we have 
great possessions, and great wealth, and 
that those possessions and this wealth, 
however peaceful our own inclinations 
may be, must at times be objects of 
enterprise to our neighbours. Let us lay 
to heart what was said to Croesus in old 
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days, *“ Remember that if any man come 
who hath better iron than you he will be 
master of all your gold.” Do not let us 
build up our military policy on such a 
quicksand as the goodwill and forbear- 
ance of foreign Powers. I will not enter- 
tain the question of a European war, but 
I think no man in the House will be so 
bold as to say that under all cireum- 
stances we shall be able to keep ourselves 
free from European entanglements. The 
Government of 1880, which came in with 
probably the greatest peace policy of any 
Government, found themselves not 
merely at war in Egypt, but in 1885 on 
the verge of war with Russia. We 
cannot shut out the possibility of having 
to send a large force to detend our own 
possessions, nor can we suppose that if 
ever we should become unhappily en- 
tangled in a European war we can limit 
our enterprise solely to the defence of 
our possessions, and to the action of 
our fleet. It stands to reason if we 
have allies that none of them would be 
prepared to turn out every man they 
could muster and allow ours to rest at 
home. Therefore my proposition is that 
besides home defence we ought to be 
ready at any moment to send abroad 
three army corps with the proper cavalry 
divisions, in fact a force of one hundred 
and twenty thousand men; and the 
proposal which I submit to the House 
to-night contemplates that we should 
hold such a force in readiness with a 
proper admixture of reservists, and still 
provide ourselves with the power to de- 
fend ourselves at home when that force 
is gone. 

The proposals l have to make to the 
House are follows: | to 
reorganise the Army on a new system, 
of which the bedrock will be that the 
whole country will be divided into six 
army corps by districts, that each district 
in time of peace will have the same rela- 
tive proportions to the various arms 
that are necessary to make up the corps, 
and that they will be under the com- 
manders who will lead them in time of 
war. This will be a great change on 
our existing somewhat haphazard system. 
It will be a great measure of organisa- 


as propose 
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tion. But there will also be a great 
measure of decentralisation. My object 
is to centralise responsibility. but to 


decentralise administation. 
Mr. Bro "viel. 
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corps will no longer be a paper force. 
The British army corps of the past, as 
has been often pointed out, is got to- 
gether in a moment of emergency. 
Commanders have been summoned and 
hastily appointed. Their staffs have 
often never seen their commanders. 
The brigade has been made up by taking 
a regiment from Malta, another from 
Edinburgh, a third from Dublin, and a 
fourth from Shorneliffe. These four 
have been dumped down together in 
South Africa or elsewhere, the colonels 
not knowing each other, and perhaps 
none of them knowing their brigadier, 
That is an organisation which cannot be 
considered an organisation at all. If you 
want to make troops work together, they 
must have some knowledge of each other 
and of their commanding officers. We 
propose that in these army corps dis- 
tricts troops shall be within reach of each 
other, that the different arms shall be 
complete, that the officers, as far as peace 
duties justify it, shall be appointed, and 
that we shall have a full staff as far as 
peace duties justify it. The stores will be 
massed with each army corps in the army 
corps district ; the troops will not be im- 
mediately adjoining, but will meet for 


manceuvres. The transport will be 
arranged and will be under the com- 


mander of the army corps; each army 
corps will be complete in artillery and 
mounted troops. We hope by these 
means to obtain not merely greater 
efficiency, but some esprit de corps in 
these army corps. 

But the two cardinal points to which 
we look for the greatest advantage are 
the appointment for 
only of those officers who are certified 
by the military authorities to be fit to 
command in war. [Cheers.] I am glad 
to hear that expression of opinion by 
the House, because of all the proposals 
I have to submit there is not one which 
will call for so much support of Ministers 
by the House. All the forces of good 
nature, all the forces of prejudice, all 
the pressure which can be exerted will 
be exerted to induce us very often, I fear. 
by question or by motion in this House. 
to reappoint to positions for which they 
are not fitted, officers against whom no 
actual failure can be proved. I will not 
come down to this House and ask for 


peace command 


The army | these large Estimates in order to raise 
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and equip troops who ean be made 
efficient and then be made a party, for 
the sake of peace and quietness, to put- 
ting them under the command of ineffi- 
cient officers. I feel most strongly on 
thi: subject, and the Commander-in- 
Chief, Lord Roberts, has decided that in 
future appointments will be made, not 
ior five years but for three years, with 
power of extension, so that it may be 
possible for him at the end of that time 
to review the action of these officers and, 
if necessary, to replace them by others. 
That is the more necessary, because the 
second great advantage which we expect 
irom this system is that we intend to 
delegate to the commanders of the army 
corps a very large amount of the autho- 
rity which is now exercised in Pall Mall. 
| believe that the desirability of doing 
that, if it can be carried out, as I believe 
it can, IS SO patent to everybody that I 
need not labour it. But I do say this, 
with all the confidence of some experience, 
that these two steps, the appointing 
of men in peace, even if they are younger 
ind more active, and even if it ends in 
our having to exclude men whom we 
should like to employ on other grounds 
-| believe that this is the only way by 
which we can secure the proper leading 
of our troops in war, and I believe that 
the proper delegation of authority is 
the only means by which we can redeem 





peace on a central establishment in Pall 
Mall. 

Perhaps the House would like to know 
where these army corps will be planted. 
The first three army corps are intended 
tor foreign service, of course, for 
home defence in the first instance. The 
first army corps will be at Aldershot. 
It will be complete in every particular, 
except Reservists. It will include among 
the infantry a brigade of four battalions 
of the Guards. The system by which 
the Guards have acted as part of the 
garrison at Gibraltar will not be further 
followed. Arguments which had great 
force four years ago have, in one respect, 
less foree now. I think I am right in 
saying that four years ago skirmishers 
were hardly divided from each other by | 


or, 


skirmishers in South Africa under 
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/modern conditions have been divided 
‘from each other by the length of this 


House, and the training 
limited space has become infinitely more 
difficult now under the new conditions 
than it was when we first considered the 
garrison at Gibraltar. Under any cir- 
cumstances, I think that it would be 
both useful for the Army and _ useful 


of troops in a 


for the brigade of Guards that a brigade 


‘at the 


our military system and our officers 
irom the paralysing effects of relying 
ior every detail of their task in time of | 


| Volunteers 


of Guards should be permanently sta- 
tioned at Aldershot. The second army 
corps will have its headquarters at Salis- 
bury Plain. We are building. large 
barracks on Salisbury Plain, and the 
land acquired there is of inestimable 
value for the training of troops for 
musketry and for other purposes. By 
planting these two army corps at these 
particular centres we shall have them 
not merely in the best possible positions 
for the defence of the country, but also 
points for embarkation 
and in the most facile position for man- 
ceuvring. Therefore those two are ideal 
centres for our first two army corps. 
The third army corps, which will also 
consist almost entirely of Regulars, will 
be quartered in Ireland. The barracks 
there have always been kept p on a 
considerable and with a certain 
readjustment will completely house the 


easiest 


seale, 


troops necessary for that army ‘corps, 
with the exception of three Militia 
battalions. The three Militia battalions, 


should the army corps go on foreign ser- 
vice, will, of course, be replaced by other 
troops. 

When I come to the fourth army corps 
[ come to a subject which I think will 
be of great interest to the ! That 
army corps will have its headquarters at 
Colchester. With the full concurrence, 
I might almost say on the initiative, of 
the Commander-in-Chief, admitting for 
the first time that picked Militia and 
Volunteer battalions can be ranged with 
Regular troops in the first line, we pro- 
pose to employ altogether in the last 
three army corps sixty battalions of 
and Militia, which have 
been carefully selected. The Volunteer 


-ouse. 


' battalions will have special training, they 


a distance the breadth of this table ; a 
year, which will be by no means a formal 





will be invited on special terms to under- 
take special training liability each year, 
and if they cannot come up to those con- 
ditions, and if on the inspection each 
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inspection, any particular battalion is 
not found equal to its work, it will lapse 
from the army corps, and another batta- 
lion will replace it. We go further, we 
propose for the first time to give the 
Militia and Volunteers, within limits, a 
certain number of field guns. I have 
lived through, and so has the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite, three sets of opinion 
at the War Office. The first was that it 
was very desirable to have Volunteer 
artillery—Volunteers liked to join—but 
that it was not necessary to find them 
in guns. I think the right hon. Gentle- 
man was at the War Office when it was 
decided that they might be entrusted 
with the handling of heavy garrison 
guns. I know that I was at the War 
Office when we persuaded the military 
authorities to go a step further and 
allow them to take heavy guns of posi- 
tion into the field) But that system 
halted there for twelve years. Lord 
Roberts is willing to make a great and 
final step in advance, and to agree that 
with certain training he will rely, from 
the experience of this war, on Volunteer 
batteries, a certain proportion in each 
of the last three army corps. The 
admirable practice made by. the C.1.V. 
batteries in the Transvaal satisfied Lord 
Roberts that that step could be taken 
without danger. Therefore. in each of 
the last three army while there 
will be a considerable proportion of 
Regular troops, and in each fourteen 
batteries of Regular artillery, one-third 
of the army corps, that is seven batteries, 
will be found each of the last three 
army corps by the Volunteers and 
Militia. The army corps with its head- 
quarters at Colchester will have attached 
to it some of the best London Militia and 
Volunteers. The fifth army corps,which 
will be stationed at York, will draw on 
the best Volunteer and Militia battalions 
of Lancashire and Yorkshire. We pro- 
pose to house the sixth, and last, army 
corps in Scotland. | feel that the War 
Office owes so much to Scotland that 
Scotland ought to obtain a special place. 


corps, 


Our Scottish regiments, even in com- 
parison with others, and notably our 


Irish regiments, have done magnificent 
work in this war. As we all know, 
there is a great national feeling in Scot- 
land, and I think that both by their 


patriotism and by their contribution to | 


Wr. Brodrick. 


{COMMONS} 
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the national finances they are entitled 
to some consideration at our hands. 
Some part of our barracks loan will be 
spent in building necessary barracks in 
Scotland. The headquarters of this 
army corps will be placed in Edinburgh, 

The House will see, I think, that we 
have not adapted our organisation to 
our existing resources. I shall have to 
eallon the Howse to produce the necessary 
result by giving us the necessary troops. 
The first difficulty in which I am placed is 
whether or not I am to ask the House 
to add to our Regular forces. I am 
reluctant to do so. In the last three or 
four vears we have added between 40,000 
and 50,000 men to our Regular forces, 
and Iam not at all sure that we have not 
reached the limit of our recruiting power 
under present circumstances. In any 
case I should like to see the regiments 
already proposed to be raised, and the 
larger number of batteries that we added 
last year, and which are now to a con- 
siderable extent manned by Reservists— 
I should like to see their fate assured after 
the Reservists return to their homes 
before I ask the House in any respect to 


add to the Regular Army. But that 
does not prevent our needing more 


Regular troops; and I propose, there- 
fore, that we should obtain those troops, 
not by raising fresh ones, but by freeing 
some of our Regular troops who are shut 
up in garrisons from the duties in which 
they are at present engaged. We pro- 
pose to take three steps in that direction. 
The House may have seen—because it 
was necessary to put out an Army Order 
a few days ago—that in the first place 
we propose to raise eight garrison bat- 
talions. If we are to use to the full 
extent the military power of the country, 
we have got to take military opinion as 
to the longest period for which the men 
can properly serve and utilise the services 
of those who are willing to continue in 
the Army. There is nothing in the 
least degree repugnant to the spirit of 
short service if, having obtained the 
services of the man with the colours and 
in the Reserve, we proceed to utilise any 
further services he is willing to give to 
the country. We propose to form these 
garrison battalions of men of more 
than fourteen years service, and in some 
of twelve years. limiting their 
except in rare cases, Up 


cases 


services, 
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to twenty-one years, when in _ the 
great majority of cases they are 
still under forty years of age. I 


think the House will see the common 
sense of this proposal. When you are 
placing men at stations like Gibraltar 
and Malta, where at the outside they can 
only be a few miles away from their own 
barracks, it is not necessary to have so 
rigid a standard of the extremest physical 
competency as you require from men 
who may have for many weeks to un- 
dergo the hardships of a campaign. I 
think men between thirty and forty, and 
some perhaps even a little later, would 
be admirably qualified for that service. 
Lord Roberts has gladly consented to 
select from the large available force of 
men who leave the colours and Reserve 
every year enough men to make up eight 
garrison battalions. The terms we offer 
will, | hope, prove sufficiently attractive. 

I will mention one point of special 
interest to the House: we give them 
the hope of a pension. That pension | 
wish to place on a wholly different footing 
from the pensions which have been given 
hitherto. Up to the present a man has 
got 10d. or Is. a day on leaving the 
colours, and has got that amount until 
he dies. That is too much. It is not 
needed by a man when he is in full vigour 
of health and earning full wages, but it 
is too little when he gets to old age. To 
give a larger sum would be an enormous 
charge on the Exchequer. After all, 
many men will have earned it in the 
very prime of life, when they have still 
a long time in which they may hope to 
labour. We propose to give a pension 
which will be equivalent to what a man 
would have earned if he had been in the 
Reserve—namely, 6d. a day from the 
time of his leaving the garrison bat- 
talion—and to make that 6d. up to Is. 6d. 
when he has attained the age of sixty- 
five, thereby, I hope, establishing a 
system of old-age pensions. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
May I ask whether these will be men 
who have completed their Reserve ser- 
vice i 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Certainly : we do 
not mean to impinge upon the Reserve 
In any way. Some men serve twelve 
years with the colours, and those men 
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will not go into the Reserve afterwards, 
but may be possibly allowed to go into 
the garrison regiments if they desire it. 
But, incidentally, let me remind the 
House that this will meet a want that 
has often been spoken of in this House, 
that with the limited number of men 
who do want to give long service, we 
shall provide a man who enters the Army. 
subject to good conduct, with the cer- 
tainty of a future career. 

That will give eight Line battalions 
for field service. I get five more by sub- 
stituting at certain fortresses five Indian 
battalions, who in the tropics are equally 
efficient for the work and would save us 
sending five battalions of young soldiers 
into a tropical climate. We pay India 
for raising these five battalions. Already 
two or three of them have taken up 
their duties. We propose to raise those 
to five in the present year. By that 
means we gain thirteen battalions. 

I come now to a subject upon which 

I have a very strong feeling myself, but 
on which I cannot give an absolute de- 
cision or pronouncement to the House. 
The War Office view is that the time 
has come for the smaller coaling stations 
to be taken over by the Admiralty. I do 
not mean fortresses like Malta and Gib- 
raltar, but the smaller stations, like 
Singapore and Colombo and_ others, 
which are not attackable from the land, 
and in regard to which, therefore, you 
would have this gain, that you would not 
have two authorities in the island, but 
one. You would have the Admiralty 
supreme in their own domain and you 
would not lock up our infantry, and, 
with a constant change of ships, you 
would give the Admiralty a chance of 
relieving some of those men and _pro- 
viding others as the exigencies of the 
service might demand. But that sub- 
ject requires a great deal of examination, 
and the First Lord of the Admiralty has 
not yet seen his way to give a final de- 
cision. But if I am able to prevail, and 
I trust I may, we shall then have five 
more battalions, making eighteen in 
all available to be added for home service. 
The distribution will now be in the future 
—allowing twelve battalions permanently 
in South Africa and making provision 
for the coaling stations—seventy-nine 
battalions of the Line at home and 
seventy-seven abroad. 








1071 


's Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield): Will that include 
the Guards ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No; the ten bat- 
talions of the Guards are separate. 

I come now tothe Militia. The Militia 
is a great problem. It is the old con- 
stitutional force. It has not only been 
a great stand-by in days gone by, but in 
this war it has practically helped us 
at moments of very great difficulty. 
Thirty-five battalions have gone abroad 
voluntarily, and by embodying others 
we shall of course have to start a nucleus 
for our reorganisation at home. The 
Militia should be 150.000 strong, but it is 
only 100,000 strong. There is something 
worse than that. We take in Militia 
recruits every year from 35,000 to 40.000 
men. Deducting those who go to the 
Line, we have still lett nearly 30,000 
Militia recruits. They are engaged for 
six years, and by a very simple computa- 
tion the House w ll arrive at this fact. that 
at the very least these 30,000 men, 
engaged for six years. ought to give us a 
force of from 150.000 to 180,000 men. 
As a matter of fact we have to take and 
train about 30,000 each year, and we 
only produce 100,000 of a total force 
on the six vears engagement. The 
reason is very simple. The inducements 
we offer the men are not sufficient to 
keep them. The Militia service has 
always been on the principle of making 
it very easy for a man to come in and go 
out. By a very cheap system of purchase 
he can find his way out when he is 
tired of serving. We mean to make things 
better for the Militia. It is pertectly true 
that some men are lost by desertion, 
who probably come in to drill when they 
cannot find work ; but there are others, 
and Militia officers tell me by far the 
larger number, who honestly think the 
Militia service is not good enough, and, 
especially when they marry, they decide 
to leave. Martial ardour and marital 
ardour do not seem to run together in 
the Militia, and we want to give them 
an inducement to get over that critical 
moment until, after two or three years 
of matrimony, they may be willing to 
contemplate a little war in order to get a 
little peace. With the object of getting 


Supply 


them at the critical moment, we propose 
to makea special arrangement for them. 





{COMMONS} 
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‘In the first place we shall give the Militia 
in future the Army ration, the extra 
3d. a day for rations which was given to 
the Army three years ago. In addition 
to that I propose to reconstruct the old 
conditions of bounties. At present the 
trained Militiaman gets a bounty of 
£1 10s. when he leaves; we propose 
to give him a_ sovereign at three 
other times in the year— £4 10s. 
in all: so that the net gain to the 
Militia will be 3d. extra a day during 
training and 3d. extra a day after training 
and in the intervals. We therefore 
hope we shall make our service more 
attractive in that respect. 

But we have another and much larger 
scheme. I propose also to establish a Re- 
serve for the Militia. I propose to abolish 
the present Militia Reserve for the Army. 
I do so on two grounds. In the first 
place these men who have taken a pound 
a vear hitherto and never expected to 
he called out to join the Army have given 
their services in South Africa in the 
most uncomplaining fashion. I doubt 
whether there are many of them who 
will take a pound a year for the liability 
ot such service again. Therefore | pro- 
pose to abolish the Militia Reserve ; the 
more so as [ think it most unfair to the 
Militia that they should themselves be 
forced to go into action aiter they have 
been denuded of a good many ot their 
best men. In substitution of the Militia 
Reserve I propose to have a genuine 
Reserve of Militia, to be composed of two 
classes of men—Militiamen who have 
done ten years service in the Militia, and 
Line men who have done fourteen years 
service with the line colour and Reserve. 
A man after he has done fourteen years’ 
service will have an opportunity of going 
into a garrison regiment or going into 
the reserve of the Militia. The Militia- 
man is to have two periods of service— 
that is to say. ten years, and an oppor- 
tunity of enrolling his name as a reserve 
for the Militia. He will be obliged only 
to be called on for shooting training on 
such occasions as may be necessary. We 
propose to give this Reserve 4d. a day. 
We anticipate that their liability being 
only to serve inside the country—Great 
Britain and Ireland—the opportunity 
will be largely availed of. I have every 
reason to believe that, having fixed this 
figure. we shall be able to get 50,000 men 
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jor the Reserve of the Militia. who will be 
available in case of the Militia being 
embodied for the detence of the country. 
That will make up the Militia from 
100.000 to 150,000, without adding a 
man to those who are at present serving 
or calling upon the country for a single 
additional recruit. I believe that to be 
not only an inexpensive course, but that 
it will bring the Militia up to strength 
and fit it for the duty we propose to 
assign to it. 

Although I fear these proposals are 
very lengthy, I am afraid I must trouble 
the House at some little length further 
about the Yeomanry. The Yeomanry 
is our sole mounted force. Up to now it 
has accompanied the Volunteer reserve 
of this country. It has been drilled 
as cavalry in shock tactics. It has 
remained at its present figure of 10,000 
tou large extent owing to the difticulties 
as regards expense, also to the fact that 
while our national wealth has so greatly 
increased, the agricultural classes from 
which the force is drawn have not kept 
pace with that increase of wealth. We 
mean to have in the Yeomanry a nucleus 
of that much larger body of mounted 
troops Which is now required by the 
exigencies of modern warfare. You 
have now greater distances to cover, and 
flanking movements must be carried 
out by mounted troops, and scouting 
has to be done on a wider plan. Our 
artillery has also to be protected to a 
much larger extent. We believe that 
it is not only absolutely necessary to 
obtain more mounted troops. but that, 
under more favourable conditions, there 
are very large numbers of men in the 


country who would rather serve the 
King mounted than on foot. Our ex- 
perience during the last few weeks, 


during which we have been able to raise 
15.000 mounted men for duties in South 
Africa, shows there is no disineclination 
tor that form of service. May I say one 
word in recognition of what the Yeo- 
manry have done in past years in equip- 
ping and bringing together the Yeomanry 
force which has gone to South Africa, 
ind which, without exception—except, 
perhaps, the colonial troops—have been 
ot the greatest service to Lord Roberts 
and Lord Kitchener! I feel so strongly 
the value of the services they have 
rendered, and the desirability of re- 
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leasing them as early as may be possible. 
that | have asked Lord Kitchener, in 
view of the large number of mounted 
men who are now on their way out, to 
consider the hard cases amongst them, 
men who really have lost or may lose 
their employment, and he has undertaken 
as quickly as he can to deal with such 
cases, and release such men as soon as 
possible. 

Now. we intend to put our money 
on the Yeomanry. and we expect 
great results. [am glad to say we shall 
have some support for the changes we 
propose to make from the ranks of the 
Yeomanry themselves. lasked a number 
of Yeomanry officers to form a committee, 
which gave us a most excellent report in 
January last. They propose changes 
in drill, changes in uniform, and changes 
in the organisation of the force. They 
went at their work in a broad and en- 
lightened spirit, and, as befitting men 
who ride horses, they took an extremely 
cheerful view of everything, even in- 
cluding the character and disposition 
towards them of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. I cannot honestly say that 
I shall be able to follow them in all the 
recommendations for expenditure which 
they made. But Lord Roberts, who has 
carefully considered their report, has 
come to the conclusion that we ought 
largely to increase them, and the title 
under which we propose to do it is the 
Imperial Yeomanry, now consecrated to 
us by excellent service in South Africa. 
Their uniform will be khaki, giving them 
a proper interval in which to change the 
present uniform at a minimum of loss. 
I say nothing of the ofticers, who may, 
perhaps. require to keep their mess 
uniform. We do not want to interfere 
with these old arrangements, but there 
must be a change of arms. It is im- 
possible for us to contemplate training 
the Yeomanry for sword practice, and 
Lord Roberts is strongly of opinion that 
the sword must be given up. He wishes 
them to be armed with a shortened rifle 
and bayonet. The ofticer will probably 
retain the sword, and in the further 
arming of the Yeomanry it is a question 
whether we should substitute the re- 
volver for the sword. There is a great 
difference of opinion on that subject, 
but I will not detain the House by dis- 
cussing it to-night. When I suggested 
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to a friend, a Member of this House, that | 
a revolver was more than an equivalent 
at close quarters to a sword, he said, “ If 
you had to try it you would not think so.” 
I invited him to bring his sword into 
Hyde Park the following morning, and I 
would come there mounted and with a 
revolver, and we would see who was the 
better man. I am bound to say that, 
although my friend did not accept the 
combat, he turned my flank. for he said, 
“It is all very well when one is pitted 
against one, but it is a very serious thing 
to go into a charge with a lot of men with 
revolvers in their hands,” and he in- 
stanced the case of an officer in the charge 
at Omdurman who succeeded in putting 
a bullet into one of his own troopers and 
another into his colonel’s horse. Con 
sequently I do not propose to solve the 
great question whether Yeomanry should 
be given revolvers or a sword. 

The reorganisation will be on these 
lines. We shall train them for eighteen 
days, of which fourteen days will be 
obligatory. They will be trained in | 
camp. The pay will be 5s. a day, 
with ration allowance and _ forage. 
The officers will receive cavalry Army 
rates and a consolidated pay of 10s. for 
rations and forage. But the greatest 
change we make, and which we think 
will bring in a large number of men, is 
the giving to each Yeoman who brings a 
horse of his own £5 a year. In the case of 
those who have not got horses of their 
own, we propose to provide them with a 
Government horse, which we believe we 
ean do by developing that ‘excellent 
system of registration by which for 10s. 
a vear we obtained 14,000 of the very 
best horses on the very day we required 
them. We propose to extend that 
system by paying £5 a year to obtain a 
month’s use of a horse as well as the 
registration. That will enable us to 
find mounts for these Yeomen who are 
unable to find for themselves. 
We propose that each regiment shall be of 
four squadrons making 500 men, and we 
propose to keep upall the county associa- 
tions, to retain distinctive titles, and we 
shall try through the lord lieutenants of 
counties to form fresh regiments in 
other counties. We propose to bring the 
force up to a total strength of 35,000. 
Before | leave this subject I wish to say 
that 1 trust the day is not far “distant , 
Mr. Brod ick. 
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when some of our colonial brethren who 
have given us mounted assistance during 
this war will be willing, subject to the 
consent of their own Government, to 
keep up mounted contingents, also under 
the title of Imperial Yeomanry, who, 
when oceasion demands, will be available 
to join our own Yeomanry should they 
ever volunteer to go abroad. 

Now we come to the Volunteers. Iam 
not going to speak at any great length 
about them. Everybody knows what 
their past has been ; and do not let it be 
supposed that I am wanting in apprecia- 
tion of the Volunteers when I say that 
what we desire in the Volunteer force 
is not so much numbers as efficiency. 
Those Volunteers who are to be members 
of the army corps must be efficient,or they 
will be absolutely worthless. You cannot 
brigade men with regular troops unless 
you get a certain training from them. 
What we are going to do with the Volun- 
teers is this. We shall offer that each of 
these special twenty-five battalions of 
infantry shall attend camp for thirteen 
days, exclusive of their coming and going, 
and we shall give each man a daily grant 
of 5s., paid to the corps, and to each officer 
a daily grant of lls. 6d. We shall require 
that every man shall have attended ten 
drills before he comes into camp that year, 
thirty, of course, if he is a recruit. We 
shall also require that every man shall 
have done his musketry for the year. W e 
propose to give them such training in 
manoeuvring and reconnaissance as will 
make them really valuable members of the 
corps. We propose to give a special train- 
ing to the fifteen batteries of field artil- 
lery which will form part of the army 
Corps, and we have ordered, and | hope 
shall be in a position to place in the hands 
of the Volunteers before very long, in 
substitution for their present heavy guns, 
which are not of sufficient range, + ! 
guns, which will be placed in the positions 
selected for the defence of London. The 
remainder of the Volunteers will have the 
opportunity of going to camps as hereto- 
fore, but under rather more stringent 
conditions. We shall also require of them 
to have done a certain number of drills 
before they go into camp, and in future, 
not this year, we shall require—instead 
of thirty drills in the first year, thirty in 
the second year, and twelve in the third 


—thirty in the first vear, thirty in the 
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second year, and twenty in the third year. Regulars— namely, 11,500; we shall 
If Volunteers cannot fulfil these condi- have 50,000 more Militia in the new 
tions, then we think we are better with Militia Reserve ; we shall have 25,000 
arather smaller force incamp, buta more more Yeomanry; and we shall have 
efficient one. There is one other remark 40,000 more trained Veclunteers. The 
which I must make. There are at pre- net addition, therefore, under my scheme 
sent a certain number of Volunteer will be 126,500 men, and that, even 
companies of mounted infantry. They allowing £60,000 for the staff of the new 
are very useful in their way, but we can- army corps, will be achieved by an ex- 
not have two forces of dissimilar deserip- penditure of a little under £2,000,000. 
tion grouped together. After this year | Before I say a word on central organisa- 
we shall have to ask these Volunteer tion I should like to clear away some 
mounted infantry either to make! mistakes which have entered into people’s 
themselves a nucleus of the Imperial | minds with regard to the efficacy of our 
Yeomanry or attach themselves to one of | present arms. 
the regiments. Questions as to the number of men 
; i ao are for politicians to decide on the advice 
*Strr CHARLES DILKE: Are you of experts ; but when you come to the 
doing anything to improve the training range and power of artillery and the 
of Volunteer officers ? efficacy of rifles, obviously we have 
*Mr. BRODRICK: We shall take step® T¢2ched a point at which experts must be 
our sole guides. I have asked Lord 
Roberts to give me his opinion on the 
efficacy of our artillery in South Africa. 


by means of schools, but this is one of the 
numerous questions which have been | 
before us. We fully realise that officers His vi roll 
in both the Militia and Volunteers will 4428 Views are as tollows— 
require further opportunities for train- | Ps The a of _——— Pgs — 
: T : . , of our artillery officers, in which opinion 
o > VY are > yr ‘ ‘ | : ‘A date] , . 
me: W hen they are being trained all coincide, is that our field artillery gun is on 
their expenses are to be paid. | the whole a good and effective weapon. It has 
; ' . , vy | Powerful shrapnel ; it has accuracy ; it has mo- 
*Sir E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT | derate weight behind the teams, all of which are 
(Sheffield, Eeclesall): What is the pro- | important elements in artillery guns. It is en- 
portion between the Line regiments and tirely satisfactory in these respects. The open 
he Vol Ee A. tae ol : _ country and clear atmosphere of South Africa 
the Volunteers in the last three army | have shown that, as regards range and power, 
corps ! an improvement is necessary. This has, to a 
: certain extent, been effected during the war 
*Mr. BRODRICK: I think there will | by the provision of slow-burning fuses. As 
be one division of the Line and two ‘egards rapidity of fire, some improvement 1s 
Meteinna of Vlunteors certainly necessary, and the matter is now 
ae + aaeeo eee | under consideration. Our horse artillery gun 
; needs improvement in several respects, and a 
* “(1 y iY . . ~ . * pore : 
Mr. MCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): Is’ Committee is now sitting to consider how its 


there any proposal to pay Volunteers | shortcomings can best be remedied.” 
. . : . y . i 
oing into ordinary camps? That is) . 

S0Ing ¢. ee | I may here say, with regard to these 


very ll tant. = 
i cea tetaaeats | matters, that I have put some £50,000 


*Mr. BRODRICK: They will get a into the Estimates with a view to meeting 
rather larger sum, 2s. 6d. instead of 2s.,,2MY immediate provision which the 
and the officers will get 8s. instead of 4s., | Committee may suggest. 
but we shall put them under rather more | “A want which has been brought to light 

g light 
stringent regulations as to the time they | by the war in South Africa is the necessity of 
stay in camp ~ | having a proportion of heavy guns to accom- 

c “ , ° a 

ry a. | pany the Army in the field, to be worked not 

Therefore the net result of our pro- | as guns of position, but as a more deliberate 
posalsis this. We free a very considerable | and slowly-moving field gun. A good deat has 
body of Regulars from garrison service ee — gs Oe ee ve ria pe 
ier fidhd service ‘ we make. » Miles on the march. No doubt they do take up 

& » We make up our Militia | room, but they have the compensating advan- 

to war strength ; we provide adequate | tage of a heavy shell at long range, and that 
artillery and mounted troops for all our | outweighs the disadvantages.” 

= . , | > . 

army corps ; we train better the Volun- | We have already put on order 200 of 

teers, who are to be given special grants. | the 4°7 guns, which are, I believe, of 

We shall have an additional number of ' the precise calibre which it is desired to 
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use as heavy field artillery. I hope 
they will be coming in very shortly. 
The House will see that Lord Roberts's 
opinion, subject to that modernising 
which all artillery is undergoing at the 
present time, is that we have no reason 
to be dissatisfied with the artillery gun, 
which I remember was accounted by our 
experts about three or four years ago 
still to be the best field gun in Europe. 
Then I have asked Lord Roberts to give 
me a Report as regards our rifle. We 
have heard a great deal about the Mauser 
rifle and its advantages as compared 
with our own Lee-Metford. I believe 
that these ideas have received no con- 
firmation by the war. Lord Roberts 
says— 

“Our rifles have stood the test of the eam- 
paign admirably as regards range, accuracy, 
mechanism, solidity, and thoroughness of their 
manufacture. But they would be still more 
suitable for Army purposes if they were a little 
shorter and a little lighter, because they could 
then he used by cavalry as well as infantry. 
These chanves can, it is believed, be made 
Without in any way affecting their range and 
acenracy. Experiments have been tried with 
an improved sight on a shortened and 
lightened rifle.” 

I have read these opinions verbatim, 
because I believe they will be very 
reassuring to the House. 

But I realise that. even if we provide 
the Army with a proper number of men 
and efficient weapons and good officers, 
it would be absolutely useless unless we 
can to some extent meet the defects which 


have been shown to exist in the drill 
and training of our troops. I said 


just now that we hoped to get less barrack 
square drill, and | should like to add 
that, if possible, | hope we may get less 
sentry-go. I believe that sentry-go is 
the most paralysing effort of the soldier's 
life. It is certainly not good tor health, 
and not of any advantage to the young 
soldier. With regard to drill. in which 
Iam soniewhat out of my depth, I believe 
the German manual exercise has got 
three positions and that our manual 
exercise has ten positions. I cannot 
help thinking that the fewer positions 
and more musketry training you can 
give to our soldiers the better. And 
| think this bears also on the question 
of getting recruits. There is no doubt 
that this increased training of the soldier 
does to a great extent make his life 
during the time he has to be trained 
Mr. Brotvick. 


{COMMONS} 
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a harder one. I do not propose to deal 
again, as we did three years ago, with 
the question of the soldier's pay. I have 
myself the gravest doubts whether any 
increased pay we could give, unless we 
gave something like double, would 
really bring in a different stamp of re- 
eruit. It has often been said how recruits 
are attracted to the Army, but a great 
deal of it is due to locality and to associa- 
tion. It may interest the House to know 
that I have received from a high quarter 
a Return of the benefactions made by 
her late Majesty last year to those families 
who have got the largest number of sons 
serving in the Army. I find that of 
three sons in the Army in one family 
there were no less than 100 cases ; four 
sons, 176 cases; five sons, 142 cases, 
six sons. 74 ; seven sons, 20; eight sons 
two ; nine case ; and one 
instance of ten sons serving in the Army. 
I think that shows that there is a con- 
siderable military feeling in certain 
families and in certain localities. What 
we are doing for the soldier this year 
is that we hope to make his life easier ; 
we hope to give. by means of Garrison 
Battalions and Militia Reserves, some- 
thing like a career for those soldiers who 
wish to go back to the Army. 

Lord Roberts is very anxious—and | 
entirely agree with him—that we should 
also try in some of our new barracks 
the experiment of cubicles, and in other 
respects see whether we can give more 
comtort in barracks. We also propose 
to change the dress of the Army this 
vear, leaving the full-dress, which is 
absolutely necessary for the attraction 
of recruits, but having the same dress 
for fighting as for other work in this 
country. That will give the great advan- 
tage that when a regiment is ordered 
abroad it has in its possession, except 
its full-dress, the exact dress required 
for fighting in all circumstances, instead 
of having to be completely re-equipped. 
In doing this we have considerably im- 
proved the material and have added 
some underclothing as well. 

But if the difficulty of training the 
men is great, the difficulty of training 
the ofticers is much greater. I am not 
altogether satisfied that Woolwich and 
Sandhurst provide us with all the train- 
ing we ought to expect in an officer. My 
hon. friend the Member for King’s Lynn 
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put to mea question of a very pregnant 


Supply— 


description when I wasanswering questions | 


one day last June on behalf of the Under 
Secretary to the War Office, in which he 
wanted to know the precise dates on which 


Lord Roberts, Lord Kitchener, General | 


French, and three or four other generals 
had left the Staff College. 
to oblige him. The dates had escaped my 
memory at the time, and Lord Roberts 
has not been able to refresh it. J am 
afraid there is no doubt, without saying 
a word against the Staff College, that it 
has been proved that men without a 
Staff College training have made a very 
fair hand at military affairs. Although 
I do not in the least degree prejudge 
what should be done, I do feel that the 
time has come to ask a small Educational 
Committee to report to us on the educa- 
tion given at Woolwich and Sandhurst 
and to consider whether or not any 
change in the system of admitting candi- 
dates to the Army should now take 
place. This is not an immediately press- 
ing matter, for this reason—we must 
give commissions to a large number of 
men this year, and | hold, and I believe 
the House will hold, that the first claim 
on our attention for commissions in the 
Army are the men who in various capa- 
cities have gone out with the Militia 
and Regular troops to serve in South 
Africa, and have given satisfaction to 
their commanding officers. | propose 
to put at the disposal of Lord Kitchener 
a very considerable number of comunis- 
sions this year, to be allotted on the 
reports of the commanding officers ; 
and I beg here to make this statement, 
because | know a deluge of letters will 
reach me otherwise, that I have no 
influence whatever with Lord Kitchener. 
In all probability it would rather go 
against the man if I were to interfere on 
his behalf. When we come to the drill 
and training of officers I do not want to 
be misunderstood. We say most dis- 
tinetly that we shall require from officers 
in the future a larger share of profes- 
sional spirit in the Army. 1 do not want 
to say a word against the accomplish- 
ments on which young Englishmen 
pride themselves and which add to their 
courage and endurance—whether it be 
polo, or hunting, or steeplechasing or 
cricket or any other manual acquire- 
ment. [ clearly realise what the ad- 
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vantages ot those acquirements are to 
the Army. But it is not enough 
that our officers, when they get into 


action, should be brave or should 
be willing to volunteer to rush to 


the front. We must make it clear 
that professional requirements are to 
come first. While we will do our very 
best to get the cream of the youth of 
Great Britain into our Army, we must 
get out of the Army those who do not 
mean to enter it in a professional spirit. 
Before I leave this question of the train- 
ing of ofticers, let me say that I must 
come to the House and ask for facilities 
for the carrying on of manceuvres— 
facilities which are in the interest of the 
country, even if at the expense of private 
individuals—in order to make things 
more easy than they are at present. We 
must at least give the officer a chance of 
learning his trade. 

There is one subject which is of in- 
terest to the House on which I must say 
a word. That is, the restricted field we 
have for obtaining officers by reason of 
the enormous expenses to which they 
are put. Nothing could be more dift- 
cult to deal with than this subject. | 
do not myself believe in sumptuary laws. 
They have been tried by many monarchs, 
but they have never succeeded ; and to 
lay down that no mess is to charge more 
than 3s. for dinner, or that no one is to 
drink champagne is absurd. But there 
are some things that you can do. There 
is. first, the ridiculous expense of dress 
in the Army. If the House will pardon 
me I will give the chief prices of our 
uniforms and of those in the German 
army. | take prices of uniforms in the 
German army, in the stores of this 
country, and at a fashionable tailor’s. 
Trousers in the German army cost. 
25s., in the stores in this country 66s., 
and at the tailor’s from 55s. to 105s. 
The highest price of tunics in the German 
army is )4s., the lowest store price here 
is 125s., and at the tailor’s 168s. The 
great-coat of the German officer costs 
70s. Our store price is 118s., and at the 
tailor’s 168s. The forage cap in Ger- 
many is 5s., and £1 here. The items 
which approach each other are dog-skin 
gloves, which are 4s. in Germany and 
4s. 3d. here, the difference perhaps being 
accounted tor by the tax on dogs. The 
result is, that the cost to a second lieu- 
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tenant entering the German army is than inoccupying our minds in mending 
£18 12s. 6d. ; here at the stores the cost the machinery by which the scheme is 
is £48 12s., and at the tailor’s £86. I to be carried out. In the second place, 
propose to establish a system of getting Lord Roberts, not having before been 
good cutters and makers, by which atthe War Office, was willing and anxious 
officers will be able to get from our to have the experience of the War Office 
Government establishments uniforms at before he made up his mind as to whether 
cost price. The difficulty about that, any and what change was necessary. 
again, is the same difficulty as besets us I will ask the House, therefore, to defer 
about the expenses of chargers. In a the subject for a short time. I have 
smart regiment I do not think that a myself no strong preconceived opinions 
Government tunic would be looked at. in regard to some of the points at issue. 
In the same way a Government horse In the first place, I cannot contemplate 
is never taken in some regiments. We any sort of struggle between the Com- 
have supported the excellent arrange- mander-in-Chief and the Secretary of 
ment by which an ofticer bound to provide State for predominance. As far as Lord 
himself with a horse is entitled to take Roberts is concerned, when I was at the 
one or two chargers by paying £10 tothe War Office before and he was not, | 
Government for each horse—an excellent think that on almost every occasion of 
bargain to the officer. I think what we any difficulty I asked for his advice. | 
aim to do in these matters cannot be asked for it when he was in command 
done by legislation or by Army Orders, in Ireland. My own feeling is that 
but it can be done, we think, by influence. outside the charmed circle of the War 
[ think that Lord Roberts is prepared Office there is almost as good advice to 
to call together the colonels of cavalry be got as is to be got inside, and I think 
regiments when they return to England the Secretary of State has not merely a 
and put before them the difticulty which | right, but a duty, to make himself per- 
we are under of getting cavalry officers, sonally acquainted with a large number 
owing to the enormous expense. I think of officers. I myself have always en- 
we shall find that expensive corps do deavoured to see, without distinction, 
not always mean efficient colonels. In any officers returning from South Africa 
cases in which we find that young officers from high commands there. The posi- 
are unable to enlist because of the ex- tion at this moment as regards the 
corps, supervisional control of the various 


travagance on the part of the 
we may have to revise the arrangements military officers is one which must be 
as a whole, leaving aside the fact that a considered as time enables us to consider 
very rich man must always be allowed it, and we shall not unduly put it off. 
But tomy mind, far beyond all regula- 
not infect others. tions, and all Jaws, and all arrangements 
Now we come to the next and, to for division of duty, is the consideration 
many Members, the most interesting that there should be hearty co-operation 
part of Army reform, and that is the and mutual understanding between the 
reform of the War Office. I am _ not Secretary of State and the Commander- 
in a position to-night to enter into that  in-Chief ; and I, of course, am specially 
engrossing topic the Order in Council. fortunate as Secretary of State in having 
A good deal has been said about it lately to deal with a Commander-in-Chief fresh 
in another place, but I am not able to. from the command of 220,000 men in 
go into it at length for two reasons. In the field, who has got at his fingers’ 
the first place, Lord Roberts, who com- ends every detail of the military pro- 
municated with me on this subject blems and has seen the work in the 
before returning to England, entirely field of every officer he may have to 
coneurred with the Government in appoint. Happy is the Minister who 
believing that at this moment, with all finds himself in such a case; and 
we have upon us, it is more important I have no fear that, in respect to 
that we should carry on the business reform of the War Office, anything will 
of bringing the war to a conclusion, suffer from deferring for a short time 
preparing the Estimates, and getting the solution of these problems. But, 
ready our scheme for this year rather Sir, let the House of Commons under- 


Mr. Brotrick. 


to spend his money as he likes if he does 
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stand that the predominance of the | 
Secretary of State in War Office matters | 


is not nearly so much a predominance 
which he may desire himself as that 
which is forced upon him by the House 
of Commons. Take the last day or 
two. [could not come down here and 
say even that I have left to Lord Kit- 
chener the arrangements with regard 
to prisoners and refugees without my- 
self being urged to interfere with Lord 
Kitchener. I had to argue a week ago 
the question of courts-martial and other 
important questions of that kind. There 
was a general desire on the part of the 
House that the power of the civil Govern- 
ment should make itself responsible for 
the action taken by the chiefs of the 
Army. The main amount of interfer- 
ence with military affairs is caused by 
civiliansin the House of Commons itself, 
who desire the personal influence of 
the Seeretary of State in all departments. 

Betore IL leave the War Office let 
me say that I have myself asked for 
a Committee to advise us to the 
changes that are necessary. I believe 
great changes are necessary. I am pre- 
pared to make them. At the same time 
i do ask that different and divergent 
questions may not be mixed up with any 
mistakes of the system there may be in 


as 


the War Office. I hear nothing and 
read nothing but these unmitigated 


indictments of all that has been done 
by that Department—aseribing to the 
War Office all the failures that have 
occurred during the war. I believe that 
to be a grave injustice. This House and 
the Government and various Govern- 
ments have told the War Office to orga- 
nise with a view to a certain state of 
things. They have had to provide for 
sending double or treble the men abroad 
contemplated under their organisation. 
During the last fifteen months I believe 
the supplies for our Army have not 
been equalled in our history or in that 
of any nation in any war that ever took 
place. Lord Roberts himself states that 
the supplies sent to South Africa were 
ample in all respects for men as_ well 
as animals. Lord Roberts states— 


‘“My wishes were always forestalled with 
regard to them. It is true that men did not 
always receive full rations, but that was 


caused by the length of the lines of communi- 
cation and the difficulties of distribation.”’ 


I think that is a very considerable testi- , 
mony. 


I think the fact that, without ! 
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breakdown, the organisation, against 
great difficulties, has dealt with this war 
during the last eighteen months requires 
some consideration from the House, and I 
think it would be very hard if the House 
does not associate with this result the 
services of the Adjutant General, Sir 
Evelyn Wood, who has managed to 
find men as fast as they could be shipped ; 
the Quartermaster General, Sir C. Mans- 


field Clarke, whose department has 
never been found wanting; and, last 


but not least, the Director General 
Ordnance, Sir H. Brackenbury, who 
has had to meet demands never dreamt 
of in the supply of military stores and 
has never yet fallen short. It would 
be hard on them if they were not asso- 
ciated in the commendation of the House 
with those civilians who had worked 
not only from morning to night, but 
until advanced hours of the morning, 
to see that the War Office was not tound 
wanting. 


Sut | entirely concur with those 
who think that the system of the 
War Office should be remodelled. I 


believe the great unpopularity of the 
Department is due to the fact that it is 
dilatory and too much tied up by regula- 


tions. It may be that the War Office 
system of dealing with letters is a 
dilatory system. ‘The number of letters 


Office is 3,500 
to be dealt 
which is on 


at the War 
which requires 
correspondence 
unexampled in any other 
Department, and, I believe, in most 
private businesses. It needs an admirable 
system to work operations of that kind. 
I have, however, laid down a variety of 
reforms which | trust may have some 
effect. In the first place, | have laid it 
down that all letters that do not involve 
reference to other Departments must be 
answered on the day. Secondly, I have 
largely stopped the Minutes from one 
person to another, holding, as I do, that 


delivered 
a day, 
with—a 
a scale 


if people cannot agree by writing a 
Minute on either side, they had better 


meet and settle the question. But I am 
sorry to say we have yet to teach officers 
at a distance that business habits are as 
good military discipline. 


essential as 


Perhaps the ae will allow me to give 
one or two illustrative instances of w rhat 
I took oftice | 
Reservist who 
to join 


Shortly after 
received a letter from a 


had made application the 
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South African Constabulary, and who 
for two months had waited with- 
out receiving an answer. I! made 


inguiry, and I was told that the man 
ought not to write to the Secretary of 
State, and I quite agree with that ; but 
it is difficult to debar a man from taking 
some means to get an answer. But | 
wished to know whether the man was to 
be allowed to go or not, and | waited 
a considerable time for an answer. | 
waited a fortnight. and, hearing no- 
thing. | wrote again. requesting a prompt 
reply, for which I waited another week. 
Then | sent a telegram saying that I 
must know, and still nothing came. 
At the end of the fourth week I thought 
the time had come to exercise my autho- 
rity. I indicated to the authorities 
that if I did not receive an answer on 
the following morning somebody would 


go on half-pay. | got an answer the 
next morning. The application had 


gone about among military officers, but 


meanwhile the man’s case was not 
settled, as it should have been. In 
consequence of the multiplication - ot 


such cases as this it became necessary 
that the Adjutant General should lay 


down a regulation that all  ofticers 
should open their own letters. I 
do not mean that they should not 
employ clerks, but that each officer 


should be responsible for seeing the 
work done. I certainly think that the 
interest of the public service demands 
that a man under discipline who 
makes such an application should have 
a prompt reply. Here is another case. 
A paper came before me last November, 
and that paper was in relation to the 
question whether a particular cottage 
should be shut up. or pulled down, or 
repaired at an expenditure of £130. 
Then | ascertained the history of that 
paper. It started in 1896, and came to 
me in November, 1900. In the interval 
it had been touring about between three 
military officers. In the second year it 
reached the War Office, and the Assistant 
Under Secretary sent it to the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, who gave certain 
orders. Then, as ofticers had been 
changed meanwhile, it went again on 
its peregrinations, and the result was 
that, after four years, the matter stlil 


remained unsettled. I sent it to Lord 


Wolseley, requesting him to see that 
Mr. Brodrick. 


{COMMONS} 








1088 


Army Estimates, 


whatever orders he gave were executed. 
Making a little more inquiry, | learned 
the result, which reminds me of the 
trial of the pig in “ Alice,” for desert- 
ing his sty, the pig being found when 


sentence was pronounced tc have been 
dead for some years. So, in this 
case, | found that the cottage over 
which all this had taken place had 
been shut up three years ago by 
order of the sanitary authority. Dealing 


with such eases, | cannot but remember 
that we have got to teach a body of 
men to whom we delegate large powers, 
which some of them use admirably, 
that business habits must be enforced, 

But I realise fully that neither rewards 
or penalties will carry us as far 
we should go in this matter, 
You will not secure loyal service unless 
you retain the confidence ot those who 
serve you. Too long there has been 
supposed to be a distinction between 
the civil and military departments at the 
War Office. There seems to be 
sumption in the Army that duty to the 
Commander-in-Chief not include 
the service of the War Office as such, 
and that the saving of money was not 
the saving of the country’s money but 
the War Office money. Now, | wish 
to do everything in my power to remove 
this feeling. Lord Roberts is working 
with me in every respect, and I with 
him, to make the Army feel that loyalty 
to the Commander-in-Chief means loyalty 
to the War Office We 
get rid of the civilian element, and | do 
not wish in any way to reflect on the 
admirable service of the eminent men 
who have served the War Office. Among 
the younger men, especially with high 
attainments, there is an ambition to 
render the best service in their power; 
still ] think that the hard and fast line 
between the civil and military elements 
at the War Office should, so far as is con- 
sistent with the interests of the public 
service. be broken down. For many 
years it has been the custom of the 


as 


all as- 


does 


also. cannot 


/Secretary of State to be, as it were, in 


laager encircled by civilians, with « 
civilian Under Secretary, a civilian Par- 
liamentary Secretary, a civilian Finan- 
cial Secretary, and a civilian private 
secretary; and through this hedge it 
was difficult for a military officer to ap- 
proach him. Now. I have done what I can 
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to break down this division. 
recently appointed permanent 


the service. 


assistance. 
ciple as far as we can; 


in the war. 


ind attention to the subject. 
organise the Army, giving full equipment 


lorees up to strength and improving their 
training, by changes in drill and uniform, 
by training, by reform of War Oftice 
idministration, the Medical service and 
the Transport service. On some points 
[cannot undertake that we will move 
inthe present year. I have any number 
f eases brought before me every day 
involving what I may call immediately 
inproductive expenditure—the main- 
tenance of schools, of cadet corps, the 
‘stablishment of Volunteer reserves, the 
ncouragement of rifle clubs—all these 
involve expenditure of large sums of 
money, and which, however ultimately 
lesirable, do not conduce to immediate 
tticiency of the Army, and I must be 
content for the present to do as I have 
sid. We shall ask the House to main- 


[FOURTH SERIES. | 





VOL, XC, 
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In the 
Under | a 
Secretary—Colonel Ward—we have a man 
ofrecent brilliant military experience, and 
recommended by Lord Roberts as the 
best military organiser for the post that 


has ever taken the greatest interest in 
Then, as the House well | 120,000 
knows, as Financial Secretary we have 
my noble friend, whose services we are | 
happy in securing after his recent South | 


African experience, and who_ brings 
a fresh breezy atmosphere into the} 
War Office. 


We wish to carry this prin- 

and [ think | 
there are many posts that can be most 
usefully filled by officers who can no 
longer go on active service, and more| months in office, and I have had the 
especially among those who have suffered 
I hope to take further steps 
in this direction, but for any general 
change in business I must wait to hear | troops in South Africa and to equip and 
the conclusions arrived at by the Com- 
mittee which has given so much time 


and stores, by strengthening the Regular 
uilitary force, by bringing the Auxiliary 
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tain an Army of about 155,000 at home, 
Reserve of 90,000, Militia 150,000, 
Yeomanry 35,000, and 250,000 Volun- 
teers at least, allowing for some dedue- 
tions under the more stringent con- 
ditions of service. We ask the House 








heknew. I think myself most tortunate | to take on the Estimates 680,000 men, 
in having secured him. In the Par-|the Field Army absorbing 260,000, 
liamentary Under Secretary we are so|the garrisons at home 196,000, the 
fortunate as to have an_ officer wie | Volunteers for London defence 100,000, 
has served in the Guards and is one | and the various staffs 4,000, so that in 
of the best Militia colonels, and wholall we have 560,000 men allotted to 


various positions, giving a margin of 
for recruits not trained, the 


sick, and other deductions in time of 
iwar. It is an organisation that may 


well tax the best energies of the War 
Office. 
[ know there are many gaps in the 


My private secretary is} details of my statement and much that 
an officer of South African experience, 
and renders me the greatest possible do is to establish a standard up to which 


| have omitted. What I have aimed to 


| we can work and by which we can know 
what remains to be done. I must ask 
the House to look with favour on what | 
have attempted. I have been but four 


|advantage of Lord Roberts’s advice 
}for only half that time. During this 
itime we have had to maintain 200,000 


)despatch 30,000 additional troops and 
ito keep up the stores and supplies. The 
| various reforms I have sketched out 


To pull together what the House has | have involved an enormous amount. of 
illowed me to say, our object is to re-| work at the War Office and a prodigious 


[amount of correspondence. Added to 
|this there have been more questions in 
| the House and more debates in the House 
than ever War Minister had to engage 
in within such a period of time. The 
claims on my time have been great, 
and I mention this in no tone of com- 
plaint, but rather to secure the indul- 
gence of the House towards any imper- 
fections they may find in the scheme 
I have placed before them. Moreover, 
there is at a!l times to be dealt with the 
current business of a great Department. 
which I have seldom been able to take 
up before the evening. Complaint would 
be out of place, for no man feels 
more than | do how much every effort 
which we can make is due, and how 
small that effort is compared with the 
| efforts which we have required of our 
troops in South Africa in the last fifteen 
months. And when I think of the 
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10,000 or 12,000 men whose lives have | 
been given for the country in this | 


war, and the much larger number of 


men who have come home suffering 


from wounds and disease, I cannot help | 


feeling that by far the highest monu- 
ment which we can raise, and the best 
recognition which we can g ve to their 
heroism is by founding on their experi- 
ence an army system adequate to defend 
their countrymen at home, and to ful- 
fil the demands necessarily made upon 
us for our colonies abroad. It is be- 
cause I have been fortified by this fecling 
that I have felt that we should shrink 
from no labour, that we should shirk 
no difficulty, and fear no. criticism, 
and I have a profound conviction that 
it is possible to build up an army that 
will be adequate to our needs. And I 


| 


cannot but hope that, long after the | 


discussions which divide us with regard 
to the war and to other political topics 
have been forgotten, it may be written 
in the history of this Government—yves, 
and of this Parliament—that they have 
unflinchingly set their hands to -the 
great national work of the reform of the 
Army, and thereby gained both for the 
Government ond for Parliament the 
abiding gratitude of their fellow-country- 
men. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 


Chair.” —(Vr. Brodrick.) 


THE FIRST LORD or tne TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I propose to ask leave of the House 
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Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 

Penrith) in the Chair. | 

(SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 
1900-1901. 

1. Motion made, and Question pro. 
posed, “That a Supplementary sum, 
not exceeding £3,000,000, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1901, for additional expenditure, 
due to the War in South Africa, in respect 
of the following Army Services, viz.: 
Vote 6. Transport and Remounts, 
£2,000,000 ; Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, 
and other Supplies, £1,000,000—Total, 
£3,000,000, 


ARMY 


* 
*Sir ARTHUR HAYTER (Walsall) 
congratulated the Secretary of State for 
War on the magnificent speech to which 
they had listened with appreciation and 
advantage. Dealing with the Estimates, 
the hon. Member called attention to the 
enormous loss of horses in connection 
with the South African campaign. 
That was a matter of which the Com- 
mittee should take notice. Since the 
original Estimates were presented the 
total sum voted for remounts was no 
less than £8,100,000. While he recog- 
nised that this war had been carried on 


/under exceptional circumstances, and 


in a climate which was very trying, he 


imust call attention to the exceedingly 


to withdraw the motion in order to carry | 


out the pledge | gave yesterday to the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
That will be in accordance with the under- 
standing. May | say that I should ill 
express the feeling of the House if I did 
not congratulate the right hon. Gentle- 
man not only on the substance, but on 
the manner of the statement he has 
made. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Resolved, That this House will imme- 
diately resolve itself into the Committee 
of Supply.—(Vr. Belfour.) 

M>. Brodrick. 


bad arrangements which were made for 
the supply of horses. Our strongest 
cavalry regiments had 609 rank and file, 
but they had only 465 horses, or a per- 
manent deficiency of 144. In the 
Household Cavalry regiments _ there 
were 404 rank and file, but only 


275 horses, being a deficiency of 
129. The result was that we had to go 


all over the world when the war broke 
out to find horses. We went to the 
Argentine Republic and to the London 
General Omnibus Company. The Argen- 
tine horses had been excessively bad. 


| What we did in South Afriea was to 


| taken to that place. 


establish at a place called Maitland camp 
a depot for horses, and the animals, im- 
ported from all over the world, were 
He had received a 
letter from one of the ofticers employed 
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there, and referring to the way the 
horses were treated the letter contained 
the following— 

“In October, 1899, war was declared, and I 
maintain that England at that moment was 
absolutely unprepared so far as remounts and 
horses generally were concerned. They there- 
fore sent officers and veterinary surgeons to all 
parts of the globe and bought horses of every 
(ind. This took time. The various regiments 
arrived at Maitland camp near Cape Town and 
waited there for their horses. The horses 
arrived in time, were at once seized on and 
gent up country. After four or five days in a 
track they were detrained and marched with 
heavy men and much kit on their backs twenty 
or thirty miles, and so on day afterday. The 
result was that they died in thousands, which 
was both eruel and costly. therefore think 
some other system must be empleyed in the 
future.” 

The hon. Member agreed that some 
ther method must be employed. Every- 
me acquainted with horses knew that 
after a voyage of 6,000 miles horses 
required alterative diet, gentle exercise, 
ind good treatment. But our horses 
vere hurried up country at once. If 
after the first two battles there had been 
afticient cavalry we could have cut off 
the Boers in their retreat. He should 
like very much to know why Basuto 
ponies had not been employed. In a 
previous war there was a whole regiment 
who were mounted on Basuto ponies. 
The son of a popular Whip in that House, 
who had been out there, told him that he 
node a Cape pony which carried him 
through the whole campaign. The gen- 
leman was fifteen stone, and the pony 
vhich carried him, with full accoutre- 
nents, was perfectly well and fit now. 
We ought to have bought up every 
pssible Cape pony. Besides their power 
f endurance, they were accustomed to 
the climate, and would have stayed the 
ampaign better. He hoped the right 
jon. Gentleman would give attention 
t having a better registration of horses. 
He hoped also that the cavalry regi- 
nents would, in point of horses, be 
irought up to the number of men. In 
lreland if stallions were lent to various 
ounties the Government ought to have 
night of pre-emption in the produce. One 
if the greatest blots in connection with 
the war was the deficiency in horses. He 


uwged that some provision should be 
nade whereby we would not be subjected 
to the same experience in future. 

CotonEL NOLAN (Galway, N.) said he 
did not know anything about the Cape 
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best 


horses. 


horses. ‘The horses for cavalry 
were Jrish That market had 
been altogether neglected by the Goverr- 
ment tor the last fifteen or twenty years, 
and the consequence was that there was 
a comparatively bad supply of horses in 
Ireland when the war broke out. He 
wished to know if that was exclusively 


the tault of the Government. The 
House ot Comumons voted plenty ot 
money to pay for horses. They voted 


£40 a horse. It paid the farmer to pro- 
duce a good cavalry horse for that sum. 


But the farmer did not get £40. He 
had tried to get the figures from the 


War Office, and he 
after question in the House, 
got very little information. The Army 
authorities ruining their best 
breeding ground for horses—Ireland-— 
by the practice of buying through dealers. 
Last year about 6,000 horses were pur- 
chased trom dealers and 209 from non- 
dealers. The dealer got £40 per horse 
and paid only £28 to the farmer; and 
when the cavalry purchased 
direct from the farmer he paid only the 
same amount in order not to spoil 
the dealers’ market. The consequence 
was, that for the last ten vears farmers 
in Ireland had found that it did not pay 
to produce horses for the Army. While 
he believed that Irish horses were best 
for cavalry purposes, he did not mean to 
say that they were best for artillery. 
As a general rule the Irish horse had not 
sufficient weight for theartillery. There 
were many inconveniences from having 
to buy horses through dealers. The 
remedy for this was to make the cavalry 
colonel buy his horses direct from the 
farmer, giving hin the price which was 
now paid to the dealer. He hoped the 
Secretary of State for War would turn 
over a new leat in this matter. 


had put question 
but he had 


were 


officer 


L£I8 


*Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) 
said he wished to support the hon. and 
gallant Member for North Galway in 
urging that remounts should be brought 
from farmers direct, not only in Ireland 
but also in this country. He had had 
some experience In the Yeomanry in the 


buying of remounts, and knew how 
easy it was to deal direct with the 
farmers in the west of England. It 


was the custom in the west of England 
for dealers to receive from £40 to £50 
each for horses which they purchase in 


2Q2 
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anticipation of a visit by an Army officer | 
He thought there 
ought to be a different system of pur- 


at half the money. 


chase. The horses should be brought 


to certain centres for the inspection of 


Army officers and purchased direct from 
the The question 
of very considerable importance — to 
breeders of horses in the west of Eng- 
land. and he earnestly pressed the right 
hon. Gentleman to turn over in his 
mind the possibility of meeting In some 


breeders. Was one 


such way as he had suggested the wishes 
of the breeders of horses. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said he 
wished to ask a question with regard to 
the fittings on board the South African 
transports, and the enormous of 
horses in consequence of their being 
faulty. On one of the transports, he 
believed it the + Weimar.” going 
from Bombay to Durban. the horses were 
swept overboard wholesale, simply because 
the fittings were of a faulty character. 
Some of the transports, on the other 
hand, had iron fittings of the very best 
character. Ile that the 
Government should lay down specific 
regulations as to the sort of fittings 
to be used on board the transports, and 


loss 


Was 


suggested 


that in the event of there being a loss | 


of horseflesh caused by fittings of a non- 
regulation character the owners of the 
vessel should bear the cost. The suffer- 
ing involved ought in itself to be 
sufficient to attract the attention of the 
War Office to the matter, and the Com- 
mittee were entitled to some assurance 
that the question should be looked 
into, so that a repetition of the scandals 
which were far too prevalent at the early 
stages of the war would be avoided. 


Mr. 
that he happened to be at Durban when 
the particular ship referred to by the 
last speaker came in. It was true that 
the few horses remaining were cut about 
in all directions, but it was hardly fair 
to put it down to the bad fittings. The 
real cause was that the captain of the 
vessel was not familiar with that part 
of the coast ; he put out too far to sea, 
and there was a tremendous storm raging. 
There might possibly have been faults 
in the fittings. but that was not the main 
reason, 


Mr, Fuller, 


{COMMONS} 


BARTLEY (Islington, N.) said | 
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Mr. KEARLEY said that as a matter 
of fact he was aware that a great deal 
of the loss of horseflesh on that ship 
was occasioned down below by a tank 
getting loose. 
| THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 1 
|THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STaN.ey, Lan- 
jcashire, Westhoughton) suggested that 
the hon. Member might be confusing 
|} TWO cases. 

Mr. KEARLEY was certain he was 
not mistaken, as it was only recently he 
| was discussing the matter with a man 
on the ship. It was the case of the 9th 

Hussars. The fittings were wooden and 
faulty. But he did not rest his com- 
| plaint upon one case. It was a matter 
| of public notoriety that in the earlier 
stages of the war the fittings passed by 
the Army officials in London and Liver. 
| pool proved to be altogether inadequate. 


Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.) agreed 
|that as a general rule Argentine horses 
|were very unsatisfactory. It would 
i have been much better it more horses 
could have been purchased from Ireland, 
His experience of Irish horses was limited 
to one, for which he paid, as he thought, 
a very high price. But although he 
worked that horse very hard in South 
Africa, he had no difficulty in selling it 
out there for £10 more than he originally 
gave for it. That might be a good tip 
for the Government, because, if they did 
not want to bring the horses back. the 
people out there would buy them, as they 
were very glad to get hold of good horses. 
| Another point to which he wished to 
| refer was the burden borne by the cavalry 
and mounted infantry in the field. The 
weight was perfectly inconceivable. The 
saddles were loaded with forage, a lance, 
}a sword, and a carbine, with perhaps 





| 
! 





| 





‘five or six stone weight tacked on, s0 
that it was almost impossible to keep 
the saddle in the middle. The conse- 
quence was that the horses suffered 
severely from sore back. and were then 
absolutely useless for all practical pur- 
poses in the field. He saw no reason 
why the mounted troops should not 
have a certain number of light squadron 
earts, with, say, four horses apiece, 
which should follow at a distance and 
come up to the camp at night. These 
carts could carry the forage, tools, rugs. 
| blankets, and so on, that were not imme 
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diately required by the men. The ad- 
vantage of such a scheme would be that 
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immediately a horse began to get a sore | 


back it could be changed for one of the 
leaders in the cart, and, by being re- 
lieved of the saddle, it would be able to 
keep up with the regiment, so that the 
necessity of leaving it on the veldt, as so 
many hundreds and thousands had had 
w be left, would be avoided. The hon. 
Member was proceeding to refer to the 
proposed extension of the system of 
registration, when 

*Tue CHAIRMAN ruled that that 
juestion did not come within the Vote 
ander discussion. 


Mr. COCHRANE said that on 
proper he would refer 
iriendly manner to that subject. 

CapTaAIN NORTON (Newington, W.) 
looked upon the question of the proper 
supply of horses as one of the greatest 
importance. The registration system 
was one of the very best methods that 
could be adopted, and if a system could 
be devised by which the British Govern- 
went might have a claim upon colonial 


the 


occasion in a 


1 
lorses———— 


*Tue CHAIRMAN reminded the hon. 
Member that the Committee were dis- 
cussing a Supplementary Estimate for 
horses in respect of the war in South 
Africa. The general question of horses, 
registration, and so forth, was not open 
for discussion. 


COLONEL NOLAN pointed out that 
Vote 6, Item D, included the registra- 
tion of horses. Would not the discussion 
of the question therefore be in order ? 


*Tuk CHAIRMAN : If the Minister in 
charge of the Vote said that any of this 
money has been paid in respect of regis: 
tration of horses the hon. Member would 
be right. But I understand that that 
is not so. The money is asked for in 
respect of the purchase of horses which 
have been or will be sent to South Africa 
before the end of the financial year. 


Captain NORTON, passing from the 
registration to the transport of horses. 
said that the ease of the 9th Hussars 
was but one isolated instance. There 
at least half-a-dozen ships which 
sailed from various ports taking horses 
to South Africa in regard to which the 


were 


In cases the 


same point arose. 


many 
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enormous loss of horseflesh was due 
almost entirely to bad fittings. The 
ships had been fitted under the super- 
vision of officers who were not experts 
in reference to that particular duty. In 
some cases ships sailed without veteri- 
nary surgeons of experience on board, 
and horses bought abroad were brought 
down to the ship-side absolutely raw and 
unprepared for the voyage. Where duly 
qualified veterinary surgeons were on 
hoard they were practically under the 
orders of officers—some of them Militia, 


and most of them infantry officers 
who had no knowledge whatever as 
regarded the shipping of horses. The 


Army Veterinary Department had never 
received fair treatment at the hands of 
the authorities. At the time when the 
war broke out there were twelve vacan- 
cies, but only one member of the Royal 


College of Veterinary Surgeons pre- 
sented himself for examination. ‘The 


main reason for that state of things was 
that. as in the case of the Army Medical 
Department, the views of the profession 
had not been attended to. ‘The Army 
was consequently tabooed by the schools, 
and the best men were not forthcoming. 
The department was so framed and con- 
stituted that there was no arrangement 
for extension in the case of war. As 
nine-tenths of the British campaigns 
were carried on in countries more or less 
uncivilised, where if there was railway 
transport at all it was very limited, there 
was no army in the world which needed 
to be better provided for an extension of 
its veterinary department than the 
British. The difficulties of supplying an 
army in the field with only one line of 
railway were prodigious. as. to a great 


extent. wheeled transport and pack 
animals had to be relied upon. The 
horses, mules, and oxen necessary for 


that purpose, of course, required veteri- 
nary treatment just as much as the 
cavalry and artillery horses. A large 
number of veterinary surgeons had to 
be employed ; but was it to he supposed 
tor one moment, seeing the great rise 
which had taken place in the 
status and position of veterinary sur- 
geons to-day as compared with a few 
years ago, that men would leave good 
practices to enter the Army for tem- 
porary employment under the conditions 
obtaining at present? Of course they 
would not. Large numbers of the men 


social 
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who were employed had proved absolute 
failures, as they had no knowledge 
whatever of the duties they were sup- 
p sed to pertorin. msiderable respon- 
sibility rested upon the War Office 
authorities for having established 
prior to the war some system whereby 
they could lay their hands upon, at any 
rate, a limited number of properly quali- 
fied veterinary surgeons of a certain 
standing. 


“THe CHAIRMAN: [ must remind 
the hon. Member that there is no money 
asked for in regard to veterinary sur- 


not 


frcons. 


CapTaIn NORTON pointed out that 
he was endeavouring to show that the 
loss of horseflesh was mainly due to the 
fact that the horses had not been pro- 
perly taken care of.. When they arrived 
in South Africa, instead of being pre- 
pred for transport by rail, they were 
sent under incompetent persons to the 
various depots up-country. They were 
put in men various 
cavalry regiments whose commanding 
officers had found them to be practically 
useless, as it stood to reason that no 
colonel commanding a mounted corps 
would send his best men to the dept to 
take care of horses. ‘There was a sort 
of dual responsibility between the mili- 
tary and the veterinary ofticers in charge 
of the depot. Such a system was bound 
to do hadly, and as a result at two erises 
of the war operations were delayed in 
consequence ol the dearth of horses. 
Had a proper supply of horses been 
fortheoming many who had lost 
their lives in South Africa would have 
heen alive to-day. After the battles of 
Graspan, Modder River, and others, the 
eeneral officer in conmamand was unable 
to take military advantage of the success 
he had gained, because he had no cavalry 
either to turn the flanks of the enemy 
or to pursue the foe when they were in 
retreat. Another point in connection 
with this matter was the effect which the 
large number of mules, and 
oxen dying on the march or in crossing 
the various rivers had upon the health 
of the troops. Probably a great deal of 
the enteric fever was caused by the 
contamination of the water supplies by 
the bodies of these animals. With re- 
gard to the large number of Argentine 


charge of from 


nie 


horses, 


Captain Norton. 
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horses which had been purchased, jt 
was known that hardened horses were 
not to be found in the Argentine Repub- 
lic. They were bought there in a green 
state, and surely that was not the field 
to which the War Office should have 
gone. Others were bought in Hungary, 
where it was understood £7 or £8 per 
head was paid by the dealers through 
whom they were bought, but the British 
Government had to pay something 
nearer £40. He admitted there were 
great difficulties in buying horses in a 
foreign country, but surely a great 
and wealthy country like England could 
lay its hands upon a certain number 
of men with the necessary qualifications 
to buy horses in Hungary. The ques- 
tion of the weight carried by the horses 
was one of considerable importance. 
Members who were old cavalry officers 
had called attention to this matter over 
and over again. It was said that the 
British cavalry as mounted men were 
equally as good as the Boers, and yet 
the Boers with smaller horses were able 
to walk round the British troops. It 
stood to reason that the tremendous 
weight carried by the horse must tell 
ina long march. Moreover, the average 
British cavalry soldier took practically 
no interest in his horse in the matter of 
sore back, and a horse after two or 
three days sore back became absolutely 
useless. In South Africa no depdts 
were provided for these horses with sore 
backs, and they were ridden until they 
were practically useless, and then they 
had to be despatched. Had those horses 
been sent to proper dep%ts they would 
have, in four or five weeks time, been 
not only equally good but far better than 
the new arrivals. His belief was that 
at the root of all these evils lay the want 
of proper organisation of the Army 
Veterinary Department. It was impos- 
sible all at once to extend a department 
to do ten times the work expected of it 
under ordinary circumstances, and he 
hoped that under the scheme fore- 
shadowed in the able speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary of State 
for War—upon which he heartily con- 
gratulated him—he would not forget 
this great necessity in the Army Veteri- 
nary Department. 

Mr. RATCLIFF (Staffordshire, Bur- 


ton) said that something had been stated 
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about buying horses in the Argentine 
and in Ireland. He thought it was wise 
to buy horses at the present time on the 
other side of the equator. Horses had 
to change their coats at certain times of 
the year according to the season, and it 
stood to reason that horses bought in 
Ireland and taken over to the other side 
of the equator would have to undergo a 
change of climate which would be very 
trying to them. Therefore, he thought 
the Government were wise in pur- 
chasing horses on the other side of the 
equator. He was not arguing in favour 
of Argentine horses, but he thought 
horses could be bought, probably in 
Australia or elsewhere, which would 
serve the Army better than the horses 
bought in Ireland. 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) said he had been induced to 
make one or two observations in con- 
sequence of what he had been told went 
on in South Africa by an old friend of 
his who had been out there, and had 
witnessed the excessive waste of horsetlesh 
which had oceurred during the campaign. 
That waste meant a terrible loss of money 
to the taxpayers, and he could not help 
thinking that in this respect the forces 
had suffered from a want of organisation 
just as they had suffered from this cause 
in reference to the spread of disease in 
the Army. At a late period of the 
war, horses were shipped in large num- 
bers under great difficulties, and with 
some defects in the transport arrange- 
ments. Those who were not military 
men or veterinary surgeons knew that 


horses brought over a long sea voyage ° 


always required a certain amount of rest 
before they were put to work. He was 
assured on good authority that when 
the horses came to be landed at Cape 
Town no preparations were made for 
giving them a short period of rest, and 
although they were suffering from all 
the ills of the voyage, made very often 
in ships inadequately fitted, they were 
entrained at once and sent up 
country to the depot. Even 
they arrived there they did not receive 
that period of rest which was abso- 
lutely necessary in order to fit them for 
the hard service of the campaign. 


Horses required proper and considerate 
treatment, but they never received such 


when | 
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treatment, and they were put to carry 
those enormous weights referred to in 
the debate in that bad condition. How 
could such horses, carrying from twenty 
to twenty-one stone, be expected to com- 
pete with the Boers, who were mounted 
on hardy ponies, carrying perhaps from 
20 to 25 per cent. less weight. In all 
those matters of rapid movement on 
horseback no one knew better than the 
noble Lord that weight told more than 
anything else. They could not get pace 
if they did not look after the weight. and 
a weight-carrying horse, however good 
he might be, had no chance against an 
inferior horse if he had two stone more 
to carry. Not only had they been 
carrying on a wasteful and almost inde- 
fensible policy in regard to the treatment 
ot horses, but they had not been giving 
the men such a number of remounts 
as would enable them effectively to 
bring the war toan end. On the ground 
of humanity alone, and out of regard 
for the dumb creation, better care ought 
to have been taken of those unfortunate 
horses. Hundreds of horses had dropped 
down on the roadside in consequence of 
the labour put upon them when they 
were not in a condition to do it. ‘The 
horses had died in thousands, and 
he should like to hear from the noble 
Lord the exact mortality among the 
horses, Those which had died 
on the roadside had been a source of 
great danger to the troops themselves. 
Their had been lett there 
rotting in the sun, and often polluting the 
water supply, and if this had not  pro- 
duced enteric fever, it had contributed 
largely to that other disease known as 
dysentery, which had affected their 
troops in South Africa, and which had 
done so much to swell the list of deaths 
from disease. On these grounds he 
thought they ought to press this matter 
upon the attention of the noble Lord and 
the right hon. Gentleman his colleague 
opposite, in order that the great waste of 
horseflesh might avoided in the 
future. 


horses 


carcasses 


be 


Lorp STANLEY: Perhaps I may be 
alowed to intervene at this stage in 
order to answer a few of the questions 
which have been raised. IL can assure 
this Committee that the War Office 
authorities have not the slightest inten- 
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tion of covering up any shortcomings. 
One question put to me had reference 
to the purchase of Basuto and Cape 
ponies. I may say that we got every 
Basuto pony that it was possible to get, 
but our Commissioner found that there 
was not a great disposition to sell. 1 
should like to point out that a large 
portion of this Vote which we are taking 
to-night is for horses and Cape ponies 
purchased in those districts which have 
come under martial law, and in conse- 
quence we have been able to obtain them. 
We sent out buyers to purchase not only 
Basuto ponies. but also Cape ponies, and 
they had obtained as many as they 
Two or. three hon. 
Members have spoken with reference to 
the future purchasing of horses for the 
Armiy. and IT confess that To am entirely 
in accord with those who would wish us 
as far as possible to buy from our own 
breeders, and thus give them an induce- 
ment to produce a class of horse that 
will be useful to us in the future. Tam 
not sure that I should confine this to 
trying to produce cavalry horses in this 
country, but | should try and extend it 
by having large stud farms in Canada 
and South Africa. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : And 


Australia. 


Lorp STANLEY : Australia is slightly 
different, because that is a country from 
which we draw upon so much for horses 
for the Indian Army, and we do not wish 
to interfere with that supply which must 
be kept up for India. Cape Colony and 
Canada seem to me to be suitable places 
where we might be able to establish some 
system of breeding horses. As far as 
Canada is concerned, | know it is open to 
the objection that in the winter it is im- 
possible to send horses produced there 
into the warmer climates. I think, how- 
ever, in South Africa it would be perfectly 
possible to do something in this direetion 
very successfully, and I hope when the 
war ceases we shall be able to start some 
system of this kind. There is another 
system which has been mentioned, which 
personally Lam very much in favour of. 
and that is whether we could not, by pro- 
viding for the tenant farmers in this 
country and in Ireland a good class of 
mare and using sound stallions, obtain 
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possi bly could. 


a lien on the produce. 1 know there 


Lord Stanley, 
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‘are a great many difficulties in the 
way of carrying this out, but they 
might possibly be overcome. Upon 
the question of the general buying of 
horses there have been endless difticul- 
ties. Ido not think that there is a single 
Englishman or Irishman who does not, 
in the first place, think he is the only man 
who knows how to buy a horse, and he 
thinks he can readily convince anybod) 
else who is selling you a horse that he is 
really doing you, and that he could get 
youa better horse forthe same money. | 
do not think that we say a word 
against those persons who have been sent 
to buy our horses, for they have done 
their best. They have had very hard 
work to do, and, although they have had 

failures, I cannot help thinking 
that the majority of horses they have 
purchased have not been of such a very 
bad class as some hon. Members would 
have us believe. 


can 


some 


With regard to the purchasing of 
horses at the present moment, my 
hon. and gallant friend may — he 
pleased to hear that orders have been 
given for the purchase of — 1,000 
horses and cobs in Ireland, and we have 
also given directions that our dealers in 
Ireland and in England shall put them- 
selves more In touch with the breeders of 
those horses than with the dealers. It 
gentlemen of influence in the various 
localities would assist our buyers in any 
way it would lead to better results. | 


think hon. Members who understand 
anything about buying horses will 


certainly bear me out when I say that 
the amount of rubbish brought forward 
for artillery and cavalry purposes is 
extraordinary, and disapproval of these 
animals is very often expressed in very 
strong language. Two or three hon. 
Members have referred to the question 
of the weight carried by our horses in 
in South Africa. I do not think any- 
body could have been out there without 
being impressed with the enormous 
amount of weight that we have to put 
on the backs of our horses and men to 
send them out in an efficient state even 
fora three days march. That, of course, 
is one of the questions which will have 
to be dealt with, but it is hardly my place 
to express an opinion upon such a subject. 
I think it is one of those questions which 
can safely be left to those officers who 
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have had the most experience in those 
matters, and it must be left entirely in 
the hands of the military authorities 
to make suggestions. 

My hon. friend the Member 
West Newington spoke about 
Veterinary Department, and I think 
that is one of the very few omis- 
sions which one can point to in the 
statement of my right hon. friend the 
Secretary of State for War to-day. But 
though he omitted it in his speech, | 
may say he has not omitted it in his 
consideration, and an attempt is being 
made to put the Army Veterinary De- 
partment on a mueh more substantial 
basis than it has ever been before, and by 
the better terms which we propose to 
offer I think we shall be able to get a 
better class of veterinary surgeons than 
we have had during the present war. At 
the same time, it is obvious that it is 
perfectly impossible to have in permanent 
employment in the Army the number 
of veterinary surgeons required in time 
of war, and if we can come to some 
arrangement in regard to veterinary 
officers similar to that which we have 
arranged in regard to the horses, I hope 
that will be a step in the direction in any 
future war of saving our horses. The 
hon. and gallant Member was wrong when 
he said that we had no sick establish- 
ments for the horses. I know there was 
one at Bloemfontein, at Fisher's Farm, 
und there must have been something 
like 300 or 400 horses under treatment 
there. 
ment at Pretoria, and there was also 
another in Natal. 


for 
the 


An Hon. MempBer: There was also one | 


on the Orange River. 

Lorp STANLEY : I was not aware of 
that. It is very easy for hon. Members 
to talk about collecting sick horses and 
placing them in the depot. When a regi- 
ment was on the march there may have 
been cases where perhaps horses might 
have been saved by sending them to these 
depots, but owing sometimes to the cir- 
cumstances of the case and the distance 
you are from the main line, you are 
obliged to put the finishing touch to the 
horse by riding him on an extra day. 


Ig 


Hon. Members must not judge in this 
respect simply by what they hear, and 
! would suggest that they might accept 
the verdict of some of those ofticers who 
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saw these things and who are convinced 
that as much was done in that direction 
as is possible. With regard to giving the 
horses on their arrival at Cape Town a 
period of rest, there were many difficul- 
ties in the way. In the first place it 
was difficult to get a good camp for them, 
and it must also be remembered that 
what we wanted was a horse fit to take 
the field at the point of distribution. 
If you brought a horse to Cape Town 
‘and got him fit there, if you had then to 
put him in a truck for eight days, where 
he would not be regularly fed owing to 
the great difficulties in the way of carry- 
ing this out, when you came to take him 
out you can readily imagine that a great 
deal of the condition put on at Cape Town 
must go off before you get him to the 
district where he was wanted. The ideal 
treatment would have been to have 
taken all the horses to the distributing 
place and got them into condition there. 
That would have meant, however, an 
enormous expenditure of forage, which 
it was altogether impossible to give. 
It was as much as could be done to feed 
the few horses that we had got there, 
without having to supply some thousands 
of them while they were getting fit. 
With regard to the horses we are sending 
out now, it should be remembered that 
part of this vote is for a large number 
of the mounted trooops which we are 
now sending out as reinforcements. 
In addition to this the Vote includes pay- 
ment for all the horses and ponies that 
we have taken in South Africa, and, in 
addition, we are at the present moment 


| providing a reserve stock to endeavour 


to see if we can get some condition on 
them at Cape Town before they are sent 
out to the front. I think we shall be 
able now to send out three thousand a 
month over and above the demand that 
has been made. 


With regard to the fitting up of 
the ships, | have not provided myself 
with the figures as to how many 
horses have died owing to the defee- 


tive fitting up of the ships. Of course 
it would be rather diffieult to give 
those figures, because you must also take 
into account the sort of weather you had 
on the voyage. There are other circum- 
stances besides defective fittings to 
account for the great loss of horses. 
When the “Suffolk” went down all 
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the horses on board, belonging to | 
the 10th Hussars, were lost, but when 
that regiment got to Cape Town the 
men were provided with Argentine 
horses, and | believe they outclassed 
any of the horses in the other two 
squadrons, so that all Argentine horses are 
evidently not of the same sort. All these 
ships are carefully examined by naval 
experts before the horses are sent out. 
There is a great difference of opinion 
as to how you should ship horses, but I 
believe that every possible care has been 
taken, and if this war has brought out 
defects, | am perfectly certain that if it 
requires any expenditure of money to | 
put these matters right in the future | 
my right hon. friend will be the last | 
man to stand in the way of the money 
being spent. I do not think it will be 
found that these fittings have been as | 
defective as has been made out, and I 
believe that the mortality on board has 
been more due to weather and to change 
of climate than to any defect in the 


fittings. 
I think I have now dealt with all | 


the questions put to me, and I would 
like to say that we are endeavouring as 
far as possible to carry out the promises | 
that we made in this House with regard 
to the future purchase of horses. We 
have written to Lord Strathcona, and we 
are arranging for buyers to go out to 
Canada. We are not purchasing any 
more Hungarian horses, but we are 
purchasing another class which we are 
told is very useful in South Africa. With 
regard to England and Ireland, more 
buyers are being sent out, and experi- 


enced officers are visiting various districts, | 


and we hope that in this way we shall be 
able to come in touch with local breeders 
without purchasing so exclusively from 
dealers as we had to do in the past. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER asked whether 
the noble Lord could say what the mor- 
tality had been. 


Lorp STANLEY: I do not think I 
ean, and I am afraid that it is impossible 
for anybody to say what it has been. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said there was 
no doubt that the mortality amongst 
the horses in South Africa had been 
greater than in any war in history. 
The less of horses after landing had 


been absolutely gigantic 


Lord Stan ley. 
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all precedent, and there had been no 
breakdown and no failure in the war 
more serious than that connected with 
the supply of horses, and it had had a 
most disastrous effect on the course cof 
the war. Generally speaking, he found 
that the horses which came out with the 
cavalry regiments were in fairly good 
condition, for they had been properly 
looked after. The gre took 
place in the case of the horses bought in 
Argentina, Australia, the United States 
and Canada, and in some of the Yeo- 
manry horses purchased in’ England. 
They were landed in a y ery unsat istactory 
manner at some of the ports, and then 
were put into various remount 
which were short-handedall along, though 
there was plenty of forage. There was not 
only a deficiency in the number of the 
men, but they were unsatisfactory. The 


atest loss 


Camps 


| deficiency was made up by the employ- 


ment of raw Kaffirs without experience 
of horse tending. Then the horses were 
sent up to the front in that bad con- 
dition. The noble Lord had described 
the great difficulty that took place in 
their transport. In one ease the horses 
had been no fewer than eight days in 
the train. The boxes becam slippery— 
they were not very good boxes in the 
first place—and the horses got knocked 
about in every possible way. At Crad- 
dock, and perhaps at Bloemfontein, the 
horses were fed out of the train and 
proper arrangements were made by the 
officer commanding there. That was 
the one bright spot in the lite of the 
horses. Then the trains were sent up 
in charge of a very short number of 
men. There were oiten 200 horses in 
a train, and commonly 150, and there 
was only one otheer, one non-commis- 
sioned officer, and six soldiers—although 
there were a few more at the last, and 
some Kaffirs. As all the horses had to 
be fed in the train the conditions of the 
journey were disastrous. Then the horses 
were immediately sent on marches ot 
considerable length. In the 
horses, immediately after a three or four 
days journey in the train, were sent a 
march of thirty miles, and most of them 
died. The loss was gigantie, and that 
had a most disastrous effect on the course 
of the war. We had had good luck in 
that the enemy had no cavalry. One 


One Case 


and beyond | general officer who had commanded a 
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cavalry brigade under General French 
had stated publiely that the army never 
could have reached the Portuguese 
frontier if the enemy had had any 
cavalry. Several speakers had referred 
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tothe weight required to be carried by the | 


horses, as though that was an explanation 
for the losses. Of course everybody knew 
that.if a horse had less weight to carry he 
could do better ; but they must remember 
that the success they had met with in 
keeping horses alive had been much less 


in South Africa than in the Peninsula, | 


where very few cavalry horses had been 
lost. There was the great march from 
Salamanca to Ciudad Rodrigo, where 
on'y the artillery horses were killed and 
the cavalry horses were saved, although 


the weight carried by them was much | 
greater than that carried now by our | 


cavalry. In the French War of 1870 
both the German and French cavalry 
carried more weight, and they were able 
to keep their horses alive, which the 
Germans did, but who carr’ed by one 
stone the heavier weight, Inthe march to 
Russia by the Grand Army the cavalry 
horses carried a heavier weight than ours 
did in South Africa. Our loss in horse- | 
flesh in South Africa had been greater | 
than in any previous war. 

dent that the noble Lord had given his 
mind to this matter, and he had shown | 
the Committee that 


| 


'§ Marcit 1901} 


the lessons of the |in 1876. 
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| some use. In the first place, they had 
to deplore a waste of horseflesh from 
| bad treatment. Some of the horses 
were hunters which had been used to 
careful attention in warm stables, and 
yet they had been put on board cattle 
trucks, and sent down to Southampton 
| for shipment without a rag of clothing. 
| Consequently they contracted the seeds 
of pneumonia, which was _ developed 
psdey- the rough passage to the Cape. 
Then they were put in charge of Militia 
| officers who had never seen a_ horse 
| before. It was dueto the Member for North 
| Aberdeen that so many horses arrived 
alive. Even after arrival they were 
kept three days without food. When a 
Cape millionaire imported horses he 
reckoned on their taking a year to aceli- 
matise, but these horses were sent up 
to the front without even waiting forty- 
eight hours, and the natural consequence 
was that they died like flies. In one 
particular regiment seven times the 
'number of horses which the regulations 
required passed through the ranks. 
The question of horse-breeding had been 
mentioned by the right hon. Gentleman, 
who could not do better than look at a 
letter by Sir Walter Gilbey, which ap- 





It was evi-| peared in The Times of 27th December 


last. In that letter allusion was made 
to the stud farms established in Austria 
The noble Lord had said that 


war had not been lost upon him, and | the plan would be to get a lien on the 


that everything would be done in the | horses in these stud farms. 


future to prevent a repetition of the 
horrible loss of horses. He was inclined 
to think that if at the beginning of the 
war precautions had been taken, a great 
deal of the expenditure might have been 
saved. He could not but fear that the 
great destruction in horseflesh was due 
to the want of training on the part of 
the men 
generally looking after horses. 


Mayor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) 
congratulated the Secretary of State on 
the extremely lucid and clever speech 
which he had made. He regretted he 
Was not an expert on this question, for | 
he had not been to the front, although | 
that was not entirely his fault. The | 
regiment with which he had_ served, | 
however, had been at the front, and he 
had collected from his old comrades 
some information which might be of 


in horse-mastership and in | officer. 





What was 
|the system adopted in Austria? The 
‘farmers sent their mares to the stud 
farms to be served without payment, and 
the produce was afterwards bought at £28 
for cavalry horses and £26 for draught 
horses. There was another interesting 
letter, which appeared in The Times on 
25th December last, signed by a cavalry 
That writer alluded particularly 
to the question of Hungarian horses. 
It seemed to him that Hungarian horses 
were absolutely useless. They had 
straight shoulders, staring coats, and 
the only hard thing about them was 
their mouths. They failed when any 
weight was put on them. He did not 
always agree with the right hon. Baronet 
the Member for Forest of Dean, but he 
did so in regard to the weight which 
cavalry horses hadtocarry. The saddles 
were enormous—more like the equip- 
ment of an elephant. The stirrups were 





| 
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as thick as two of a man’s fingers, and 
wherever there was a bare bit of horse- 
flesh the authorities insisted on covering 
it with a buckle or something. The 
total weight the horses were supposed 
to carry was nineteen stone and a half, 
and he had been told by some friends of 
his that the only way in which they 
could keep their horses in condition was 
to ride on a stripped saddle and without 
any weight. Of course, it was absurd 
to ask an eleven-stone hunter to carry 
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nineteen stone and a half. His hon. 
friend the Member for King’s Lynn 


suggested that the campaign should be 
carried on by cavalry only, as had been 
done by Alexander 2,000 years ago, each 
man with three spare horses. That 
was how it had been carried on by the 
Boers. If we had had more remounts 
we should probably have done better in 
the war. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 
said he had listened with considerable 
interest to the speeches made, from the 
statement of the Secretary for War to 
that of the hon. Gentleman who had 
just sat down ; but as an Irish Member 
he must say that there had been a remark- 
able desire exhibited to ignore the claims 
of Ireland to a fair share of the purchases 


of remounts for the cavalry in South | 


Africa. 
so far as to say that Ireland as a horse- 
breeding country should be ignored, that 
no money should be spent in Ireland, 
hut that it all should be spent in the 


One hon. Gentleman had gone | 


'COMMONS} 





| 
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horses or cobs were to be purchased in 
Ireland ; but from 150,000 to 160,000 
horses had been sent to South Africa, 
and nearly 100,000 of these had died. 
From time to time the gaps caused by 
that terrible mortality had to be filled, 
and he would most respectfully submit 
that 1,000 was not a fair proportion to 
obtain from Ireland. The people of 
Ireland were, as a whole, opposed to the 
war, on the grounds of policy and hu- 
manity, and so far as they were concerned 
it would be to their advantage, from 


mentary) Estimates. 


ia political point of view. if Govern 


ment did not trouble them with any 
orders. But the unfortunate part of 
the arrangement between the two coun- 
tries was that they were still compelled 
to pay a proportion of the cost of the 
war ; and therefore as long as they had 
to pay this large tribute, it was but fair 
and just that a proportion of the horses 


| required should be purchased in Ireland. 


If the whole Irish market was only to 
supply 1,000 they were not 
receiving that fair proportion that was 
their due. 


horses 


Lorp STANLEY: I said that there 
was one order for 1,000 horses, but it 


| does not follow that that is to be the only 


order. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL said he accepted 


ithe statement of the noble Lord. but he 


| wanted to allude to the way in which 


| these particular purchases were carried 


Argentine and other countries beyond | 


the Equator. He would like to know 
how much of the taxation of this country 
was to be borne by the people of Argen- 


| serviceable and useful animals, 


out. The horse fairs in his neighbour- 
hood were very largely supplied with 
but no 
representative of the War Departnient 


| had ever gone over to these large horse 


tine or of Hungary, where the horses | 


were being bought at present. 
noble Lord the Financial Secretary to 


The | 


fairs, so far as he had been able to ascer- 
tain. A military officer might attend 


them for the purpose of buying remounts. 


the War Office had outlined some plan | 
by which the Government were going | 


to establish stud-farms—one in Canada 
and one in South Africa. But the 
noble Lord did not outline any scheme 
by which the horse-breeders in this 
country and Ireland would receive some 
benefit from such a plan. Now, it was 
generally admitted that Ireland. of all 
countries in the world, was the best 
for the production of useful horses ; and 
why should Ireland be given the go-by 
in this respect ? The right hon. Gentie- 
man had said that something like 1,000 


Major Rasch. 





He thought it would be right to give 
encouragement to the official dealers 
to go to these fairs. Better still, notice 
might be given by advertisement that on 
a certain day so many horses would be 
examined with a view to purchase. 
Another question he wished to raise on 
this Vote of three millions was the 
supply of provisions, forage and trans- 
port in Ireland. Complaints had been 
made in the House already about the 
boycotting of Irish contractors to the 
Army. He would like to know what 
contracts for provisions, forage, clothing 
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and other supplies had been given to 
Irish contractors. Very much feeling had 
been generated in Ireland on account of 
the great loss that accrued to the country 
by giving contracts to syndicates who 
had mainly their headquarters in London. 
It was not a pleasure to Irishmen to 
raise these points, but since England 
insisted on making them pay their pro- 
portion of the cost of the war, it was 
but fair and right that the Irish tax- 
payers should receive a fair share of the 
contracts, 


*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT said 
he should like to add his congratulations 
to the unanimous tribute which had 
already been offered to the Secretary of 
State for War upon the admirable 
address which he had delivered that 
night. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 


Members were not present. House 
counted, and forty Members being 
present— 


*sirn E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT said 
it had never been his good fortune to 
listen to a statement more broadminded 
and statesmanlike than that of the 
Secretary for War that evening. The 
question of remounts was one of the 
most important that had arisen during 
the course of the present war. He was 
not sure whether the deficiency in the 
supply of horses ought not to rank 
as one of the foremost causes of the 
length, expense, and disasters of the war. 
In his opinion it was entitled to rank 
as equal to others which he would only 
refer to—namely, the insufticient supply 
of troops in South Africa before the 
war began, and the bad generalship 
which was displayed at the earlier stages 
of the campaign. Both of these sources 
of blunder were responsible for an 
amount of from  £50,000,000 — to 
£70,000,000. Many thousands of lives 
might have been saved if there had 
heen prevision at the War Office or on 
the part of the military authorities as 
regards the quantity and quality of 
horses requisite for the war. It was 


absolutely deplorable when they thought 
of the waste of horses that had occurred, 
and what an enormous expenditure there 
had been in consequence of the want of 
prevision, 


He did not know what the 


{8 Marcu 1901} 
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total amount was, but taking the horses 
at £40 apiece, and that was probably the 
minimum cost, at least £6,000,000 had 
been spent upon horses, and if £500,000 
had been spent judiciously before the 
war began upon the provision of a 
sufficient supply of horses and remounts 
the greater part of that money would 
have been saved. The country had a 
right to know who was responsible for 
this. There were three authorities that 
might be responsible. First of all there 
was the Cabinet. If the Cabinet as a 
whole decided that this money was not 
to be spent, then they were clearly re- 
sponsible. On the other hand, it might 
be what was called the War Office that 
was responsible. The third authority 
that might be responsible were the mili- 
tary advisers of the Secretary of State 
for War and the Cabinet. He hoped 
that the Secretary of State for War 
would see that the responsibility for 
this frightful waste of horses and money 
was put on the right person. He 
thought the noble Lord the Member 
for the Westhoughton Division. who 
made a very interesting reply to the 
various criticisms which had been ad- 
dressed to his Department on the subject, 
took rather an optimistic view of the 
efforts which had been made to obtain 
the necessary supply of horses in South 
Africa. Of course the noble Lord must 
be understood as referring to the middle 
stages of the war—about, say, the months 
of February and March last. Before the 
time when Lord Roberts's control came 
into full effect the efforts to obtain a 
supply of Cape horses were not exhausted. 
Whether they were exhausted after 
that date he greatly doubted, because 
the experience of the last few months 
showed that there was still a great 
reserve available in the north-western 
districts of Cape Colony, and even in 
some parts of the Orange River Colony, 
and also in Natal, and in parts of the 
Transvaal which were under our control. 
He thought something more might have 
been done earlier by sending some intelli- 
gent buyers into those parts. The noble 
Lord stated that English horses had 
done best during the campaign. The 
hon. Member supposed that was subject 
to the condition that they had a sufficient 
supply of food they could eat. The 
difficulty about horses foreign to South 
Atrica was that the supply of food was 
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so scant, so different from that to which 
they were accustomed at home, that 
they could not be nourished upon it. 
The advantage of having Cape horses 
and ponies was that they nourished 
themselves upon what appeared to be 
almost a barren country. They were 
placed out at night and they managed 
to get food where an English, Australian, 
or Canadian horse could not find a 
mouthful. Another advantage possessed 
hy the native horses was their capacity 
for avoiding the numerous holes, obstacles , 
stones, and other troubles which, in 
that enormous open country, were met 
with in the course of the campaign. 
A native horse avoided a hole by instinct, 
whereas a foreign horse put his foot 
into it and broke his leg. This ought 
to have been perfectly well known to 
hundreds of officers before the war, and 
yet very slight effort was made to obtain 
these horses, which were there in thou- 
sands. He thought the amount. of 
money spent on horses out of South Africa 
had been unnecessarily large. A large 
number of experienced buyers should 
have been earlier in the field. In this 
way a great part of the expense would 
have been saved. It would be very 
interesting to know from the War Office 
the comparative cost of the horses pur- 
chased in various countries, and also 
the cost of the transport, which was a 
very heavy item indeed. He doubted if 
it would work out at much less than 
£50 apiece all round. This question of 
horses was a remarkable illustration of 
the truth of the old adage that “ You 
may spoil the ship for a ha’porth of 
tar.’ If we ran similar risks, in case of 
war with a great European Power, we 
might find that we had spent not only 
£6.000,000, the greater part of which 
might have been saved, and £100 000,000 
o1 a war which might easily have been 
managed for £30,000,000; but, in 
addition to the enormous expenditure, 
we might find that we had suffered 
great national and Imperial disaster. 
This above all was the lesson the 
late expenditure on foreign horse- 
flesh taught. It was a crime and a 
blunder of the worst kind ever to sacri- 
fice in questions of war the military 
position to the political, as had been 
done in South Africa. He hoped the 
inistake would be never again repeated. | 
Sir E, Ashmead-Bartlett, ' 
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that the 
hon. Member was digressing from the 
Vote before the Committee. 


*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (con- 
tinuing) said he was trying to draw 
a general conclusion from the extra- 
ordinary expenditure on horses in this 
Vote, but he would not pursue that 
ject further. He hoped the Govern- 
ment would bear in mind that great 
facilities and encouragement should be 
given to breeders in England, Ireland, 
and Scotland wherever good horses 
could be reared. He admired the in- 
genuity of the hon. Member who made 
his conscientious objections to the war 
tally with his desire to have larger orders 
for Irish horses. He quite sympathised 
with the hon. Member's wish in that 
matter. While South African horses 
were by far the best in their native 
country, they would not be suitable for a 
European campaign. In a country not 
so arid there was not the slightest doubt 


ithat English and Irish horses would he 


very much better. He agreed with the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Forest of Dean that too much 
was laid upon the question of the weight 
of our cavalry mounts. It was far more 
a question of nourishment. He saw 
General French's when they 
arrived at Kimberley, and afterwards 
at Paardeburg, and the condition of 
the horses was absolutely deplorable, 
not on account of the weight carried or the 
distance travelled, but on account of the 
want of food. Theaverage Boer weighed 
one or two stones heavier than the British 
soldier, and he carried more animunition 
than our soldiers. He hoped the Govern- 
ment would take every precaution to 
see that the Army did not suffer in future 
campaigns through want of prevision 
in regard to the supply of horses. 


*Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) said the 
increase in the expenditure on horses 
during the past few vears was startling. 
In the Estimates for 1899-1900 the total 
amount was £125,000; in 1900-1901 
it was £2,100,000 ; and now, so far as 
he could make out, it was £5,500,000. 
There was an enormous difference 
between the first and the last-mentioned 
figures. The noble Lord the Under 
Secretary for War seemed to feel amused 
at that, but it was not very amusing 
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for the taxpayers. 
Member that to make up the difference 
there must have been a good deal of 
blundering, and perhaps plundering. 
He did not think all that money could 
have been honestly applied. He agreed 
with the hon. 
Division that if £500,000 had been spent 
earlier they would not have been asked 
to vote so large an amount now. It 
occurred to him that they had not got 
the proper explanation as to why so 
much money had been wasted on horses. 
It was all very well to plead the stress of 
the war. ‘The stress of the war had 
been used to cover a good many acts 
which could not be very well defended 
in public. He heard a Liberal Member 
state in the House that he was in the 
Argentine when the Government buyers 


were there purchasing horses, and that 


the Government buyers selected the most 
inferior class of horses, and did not buy 
the ordinary Argentine horses. 
They gave the full price he supposed 
that was stated in the Returns sent to the 
War Office. It occurred to him that 
one reason why the Government buyers 
were anxious to get to the Argentine 
was that they could very easily buy 
inferior horses there and pay a nominal 
high price, and that this would not be 
detected so readily as if the transaction 


class of 


had been done in Ireland or England. 
He thought the Committee were not 
satisfied as to the reason for sending 


buyers to the Argentine while famous 
horse-breeding dis tricts in Ireland were 
entirely neglected, and no effort made 
to purchase the horses that could be got 


there. Very many of the Argentine 
horses, probably three-fourths of them, 
were unrideable, and they were almost 


as vicious as the most vicious mule. 
It appeared to him that most of the 
money here asked for had been wasted. 


8 Marcu 1901} 


Member for the Ecclesall | 
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It struck the hon.| was the attitude of the Irish people 


of the Government. 
But the Germans were as great pro- 
Boers as the Irish, and yet the Govern: 
ment would go to Germany for bad guns, 
while they refused to go to Ireland for 
good horses. The Government buyers 
raked the ends of the earth for horses, 
but nobody went to the western parts 
of Ireland, where some of the best horses 
for this purpose were to be obtained. 
The destruction of a large number of 
horses was due to the sareless handling 
by the mounted troops. The Boers had 
always been particularly careful in that 
respect. When the Irish Brigade arrived 


towards the policy 


at Pretoria and were received by Presi- 


dent Kruger, insteadof delivering to them 
a speech clothed in sentimental language. 
the President surprised them by making 
a short practical speech on the necessity 
of taking care of their horses. If the 
British troops had had a homily of a 
similar kind probably a large portion of 
the waste would have been prevented. 


Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE (Cam- 
berwell, Dulwich) said he had been asking 
for some time that an inquiry should be 
held regarding the horses bought in 
Austro-Hungary in the spring of last 
year and the winter of 1899. From 


letters he had seen, it appeared that the 


made by 


Instead of a sufficient number of horses | 


being purchased at the beginning of 
the war they were sent out in driblets, 
with the result that they were continually 
being used up and more asked for. 


Ireland had ground for very serious 
complaint in the manner she had been 


passed over in the matter of the purchase 
of horses. The Government seemed to 
have the same animus towards Irish 
horses as towards Irish Members. It 
had been stated that one of the reasons 


'ment intended to go in for 


more_horses were not bought in Ireland! would walk and trot about and be well 


agents sent from this country bought, 
right and left, horses of the very worst 
description, and made from £10 to £15 
apiece on them. He was convinced that 
many of the disasters in the early part of 
the war were entirely due to the inferior 
animals that were sent out. With 
regard to future action, the demand 
the Government was for 
five-year-old horses at about £25. 
That was an impossible price at which 


to rear horses in Ireland or England. The 
age also was much too high. Draught- 


horses were used by farmers when they 
were only two vears old. If the Govern- 
breeding 
themselves, it was not necessary to 
have large studs all over the country. 
Farmers in all parts of the country 
could breed thoroughly good horses, 
but the Government must pay the price. 
He suggested that horses should he 
bought at three years of age, not to he 
put at once into hard, active military 
work, but for use in barracks, where they 
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fed. They would very well carry soldiers 
on parade at that age, and the difference of 
a year or two would save nearly £20 to the 
farmer. In Germany one and a quarter 
millions of money was spent every year by 
the Government in rearingand improving 
the breed of horses, and the same system 
could very well be adopted in England. 
As one who went in very largely for 
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breeding both thoroughbreds and 
draught-horses, he would be very glad 


to give the authorities any information 
he could if they would make an inquiry 
into these matters. 


*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE ‘Bristol, 
FE.) said that he had recently had an 
opportunity of conversing with a gentle- 
man whose experience of Basuto ponies 


was very great, and from him he 
gathered that, while at the beginning 


of the war a certain quantity of the 
ponies had been bought in Basuto- 


land, the purchases ceased at a very 
early stage of the operations, and no 
renewed attempt had been made until 
quite lately, although during the whole 
time the Boers were taking over the fron- 
tier, without the knowledge of the autho- 
rities, large numbers of these ponies for 
their own use. That was an instance 
of a great horse supply being untapped 
by the British Government, while. at 
the same time it was being largely drawn 
upon by the army to which they were 


opposed. With regard to the Cape 
horses, there had been a_ difficulty, 
whether well or ill founded he could 


not say, in procuring horses to remount 
the cavalry and for the purposes of 
transport. But that difficulty was not 
in consequence of there being no horses 
at the Cape, but because the authorities 
had not taken the means to procure 
such horses as there were. Very clear 
proof had been given that there were 
any quantity of horses in the Cape. 
Since the beginning of the year nearly 
10.000 horses had been captured from 
the enemy—so far as the newspaper 
reports were correct—and in addition 
a very large number had been purchased 
at the Cape for the supply of the Army. 
Why was not that supply drawn upon 
last year and at the end of 18997? The 
Committee were told that the military 
authorities were not able to purchase 
the horses. But in a great many dis- 
tricts martial law had been in force, 


Sir J, Blundell Muple, 
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under that martial law horses 
could have been obtained as they were 
being obtained at present. The poliey 
of destroying farmhouses was adopted 
in order to reduce the enemy to sub- 
mission. A very much better poliey 
would have been to commandeer their 
horses, as that would not only have 
deprived the enemy of their mobility 
but would have supplied the British 
Army with a possibility of movement 
which they did not then possess. Last 
year a number of regiments were 
returned to the House as being in a 
state of efficiency as cavalry regiments. 
At the time that statement was made 
there was in Ireland a cavalry regiment 
which had a complement of nearly 700 
men, but only seventeen horses. To 
return such a body of men as efficient 
was absurd. 


Mr. BRODRICK: 
*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: The 


actual date was January, 1900, and the 
regiment was the King’s Dragoon 
Guards. 

Mr. BRODRICK: At that moment 
they were being sent to South Africa. 


*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 
that his complaint was that the horses 
were being swept from this and other 
countries to the Cape, when at that very 
moment there were at the Cape thousands 
of horses now being utilised, and the 
interruption of the Secretary of State 
proved his case. It was very necessary 
that horses should be in a fit condition 
for work, but very often they were 
taken off the ship after a three weeks 
or a month’s voyage and put straight- 
away into badly constructed — horse- 
boxes or open cattle-trucks, exposed tto 
all the inclemencies of the weather, take aT 
five or eight days journey up-country, 
and then turned out on the veldt. 
To put horses to work in that soft and 
unted condition did not add to the eft- 
ciency of the Army. The horses relied 
upon for the movement and concentra- 
tion of troops were not fit to do a day's 
work, and in many cases they died by 
the score straight off. The hon. Member 
instanced a case where 200 or 300 horses 
were detrained on the way up and put 
into a kraal in charge of four Kaftir boys 
and a non-commissioned officer. It was 
practically impossible that under such 
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circumstances the horses could be looked 
after or even fed. What was the good 
of concentrating all those horses at one 
particular spot! It would have been | 
much better to have taken a smaller 
number of the horses and had them pro- 
perly looked after and attended to, and | 
sent to the front in a fit condition, even 
though they were a week or a fortnight 
later. As an old soldier he welcomed | 
the speech of the Secretary of State. 
It was necessary that the responsibility 
ior mistakes should be placed on the 
right shoulders, not in order to inflict 
punishment upon particular — officers. 
Int to deter others from committing 
similar errors upon subsequent occasions. 
Another point in connection with the | 
money asked for was that a large amount | 
ot it had been spent on the purehase of 
mules. Aecording to a Consular Report. 
no less than 23,000 mules were shipped 
to South Africa from New Orleans alone. 
A scheme had been foreshadowed under 
which horse-farms were to be established 
either in Canada, Australia, or elsewhere, 
but no provision had been made for the | 
breeding of mules. The mule, however, 
was the most usetul of all transport 
animals, and he had had experience of 
its great value both for riding and 
draught purposes. He wished to enforce 
upon the notice of the Secretary of 
State for War, seeing the climatic con- 
ditions under which the troops were | 
often called upon to serve, the necessity 
of providing as great a quantity of mules 
is was possible. In a great many places 
it was almost impossible to make use of 
horses with advantage where it was per- 
fectly possible to make use of mules. 
He hoped the Secretary of State for 
War would not lose sight of that matter. 
They had to thank him for the close | 
attention he had given to administrative 
reform, and not the least of those reforms | 
was the provision of remounts for the 
Army. | 
*Masor BAGOT (Westmorland, Kendal) 
said that probably in modern times 
there had never been such a great loss 
of horses as had oceurred during the 
present campaign in South Africa. Un- 
doubtedly it would have been a great 
advantage if they had had a large supply 
of horses in the country when the war 
began, but that was not the ease. They 


had been compelled to buy an enormous 
amount of horses during an emergency. 
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It had been suggested that the Govern 
ment ought to have bought up all the 
horses available in’ Cape Colony imme 
diately before the war, but no doubt 
there would have been many objections 
raised to the collecting of a large 
number of horses which the Boers would 
have seen could only have been got 
together for one particular purpose. 
Undoubtedly under the circumstances 
which oceurred in the summer of 1899, 
whilst most delicate negotiations were 
going on. it would have been exceedingly 
for the Government at that 
time to have set to work buying horses 
in South Africa. He held the opinion 


that the chief opposition to such a course 


would have come from hon. Members 
opposite. Horses had to be collected 
from all parts of the world and sent out 
to South Afriea, and great losses had 
occurred. The Member for the Forest 
of Dean, who had given great attention 
to this subject, had stated that the 
transport arrangements were very bad, 
but from personal observation he was able 
to say that the transport arrangements 
were not so bad as had been alleged. 


They were sending out 6,000 horses 


ia week at one time, and the arrange- 
|ments for landing them were certainly 


not bad. Horses which had been on the 
sea for three weeks could not be ex 
pected to be in good condition, but it 
was remarkable in what good condition 
the horses were landed under the cir- 
cumstances. He did not think there 
was that scarcity of men to look after 
them as had been complained of, for a 


| very few men could look after a large 


number of horses in tbe enclosed 
camps in South Africa. The hon. Baronet 
opposite had mentioned Kaffirs as rather 
superfluous for this work, but the Kattir 
who took charge of horses was, as a rule, 
a first-rate man, and was very often as 
good as half a dozen of some others. He 
did not think blame could be attached to 
the transport arrangements or to the 
condition of the horses before they were 
sent up country, but as they had to get 
this large number of horses at an emer- 
geney, whether fit or not. and send them 
straight up into the country, that un- 
donbtedly was the cause of this extra- 
ordinary loss. The horses were in a 
poor condition, and it is admitted that 
the English horses undoubtedly stood the 
strain better than those horses from the 


28 
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the Argentine and other places. The great 
mortality among the horses undoubtedly 
arose from the seareity of food and 
the fact that it was absolutely necessary 
to send them up country in trains by 
a single line of railway before the animals 
had a chanee of getting into condition 
alter their voyage. As it) was not pos 
ihle before the war to secure the horses 
in South Africa, it was not fair to attri 
bute mismanagement to the War Oftice 


or to the people who had charge of .° 


affairs in South Africa. He agreed that 
they ought to have bought the horses 
in South Afriea before the war began. 
but, as he had stated before, there were 
a great many difficulties in the way. 
and it was not fair to attribute blame to 
the War Office in this respect. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) thought the 
House ought to have a better explanation 
as to why they should be called upon at 
the close of the financial vear to vote 
£2,000,000 for remounts. There was a 
widespread feeling in the country that 
there was something unpleasant about 
the large purchases of horses in the 
Argentine, and that there had been an 
abuse in regard to the contracts for the 
purpose of horses in that country. The 
sum required now was enormous for this 
one Vote, which covered transport and 
remounts, the net total for the present 
year being £19,800,000. That was an 
appalling sum. He noticed the other 
day when a question was put to the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office as 
to the price paid for horses in the Argen- 
tine, the Financial Secretary declared 
that it was not consistent with the inte- 
rest of the public service to state the 
price. That was a most extraordinary 
thing, because the price paid there was a 
matter of public knowledge inthe Argen- 
tine, and it could not be denied by the 
noble Lord that hundreds of people in 
the Argentine Republic knew the price 
paid for these horses by the British 
Government. Surely those who had 
sold the horses must know, and in the 
Argentine Republic the man in the street 
would be able to tell them what price the 
British Government had paid for the 
horses. It was a significant fact that 
the British House of Commons. which 
had to pay for these horses, were refused 
information as to the priee. Tle eould 
understand the Government taking up 


Major Baget. 
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that position if it were possible for a 
moment to argue that this matter could 
be kept secret. It was perfectly ludicrous, 
for they must have bought from a large 
number of horse-dealers, and therefore 
it was an extraordinary position for the 
noble Lord to take up to decline to 
inform the British House of Commons 
what price had been paid. He was not 
a horsey 7 man, but the hon. Member 
for South Fermanagh, who was 4 
‘horsey ~ man, and was one of the 
oldest members of the Fermanagh Hunt, 
had just informed him that he had a 
horse to dispose of, which he could conf.- 
dently recommend to any officer in the 
British Army. Personally. he could not 
distinguish a horse worth £10 from one 
which was worth £100, and he was 
speaking on this subject simply from the 
point of view of the man in the street 
The sum of £19,800,000 was an appalling 
sum for transport and remounts. The 
taxpayers of the country were entitled 
to examine the use to which this money 
was put. and insist upon such informa- 
tion being given as would assure them 
that the money had been well spent. 
They required some better assurance 
that the money had not gone corruptly 
‘into the pockets of the contractors and 
other men who were making millions of 
money by transport arrangements and 
‘the purchase of stores and horses. 

With regard to the questionof Argentine 
horses, the information he had gathered 
from the public press had made a strong 
impression upon his mind that, practi- 
cally speaking, the enormous number of 
horses brought from the Argentine 
Republic had been a disastrous failure, 
for not one in ten of those horses had 
been of any value whatever, and the 
enormous sums of money spent upon 
them had been absolutely thrown away. 
He had been reading an account of the 
formation of the Colenbrander Scouts 
Corps known as Kitchener's lighting 
Seouts. What did John Colenbrander 
say about the horse supply a month ago! 
He said that he attributed the efficiency 
of his scouts to the fact that they were not 
treated like a British regiment, and 
that out of every twenty horses offered 
them they rejected nineteen. They were 
allowed to have the pick of the horses. 

‘Tf that was true, it showed a very bad 
state of things, and would give grounds 
‘for the belief that millions of money had 
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been wasted in the purchase of remounts. 
There was one extraordinary thing 
which puzzled him more than anything 
ese in this war. According to the Esti- 
mates, they had spent millions of pounds 
in addition to all the resources of the 
British Empire before the war broke 
out. He would very much like to find 
out how much the Boers had spent in 
remounts. Ife would venture to say 
that the Boers had not spent £200,000 
during the whole course of the war in 
remounts, and yet they had out-distanced 
usallthetime. The British Army had an 
enormous stock of horses to begin with, 
and they afterwards spent £8,000,000 on 
remounts, and now they were asked to 
vote £2,000,000 more. He did not sup- 
pose the Boers had spent £1,000,000onthe 
whole war, as against the £130,000,000 
spent by us. He thought they were 
entitled to inquire how this had occurred. 


Supply —Ariny. (Supple- 


great interest a Blue-book containing 
a number of despatches from British 
generals in South Africa which had been 
for a long time withheld. A portion of 
that Blue-book contained a lecture on 
geography from Lord Roberts, in which 
he explained certain facts which were 
ilready known to the school children in 
Ireland in regard to the area of the 
Transvaal and Cape Colony. That infor- 
mation was to be found in a Is. 6d. 
geography, and it did not need any Blue- 
books to explain it. This information 
was set forth by Lord Roberts to account 
tor the extraordinary difficulties that he 
had to encounter in endeavouring to 
conquer the Boer territories. Their 
difficulty was to find out where the Boers 
were. Their object was to catch the 
Boers if they could, and if they were on 
the track of De Wet, surely the largeness 
of the country would not allow him to 
get away if their horses were as good as 
his. He had followed the war with 
great interest, for he had never read of a 
vase before where 50,000 farmers had 
been able to fight 200,000 soldiers. Lis 
reading of the case was that it had taken 
me and a half years tor the British 
generals on the spot to learn the interest- 
ing fact that ten Knelish soldiers were 
duly as good as one Boer. This fact was 
beginning to be realised now. 

He had listened to the speech of the 
tight hon. Gentleman the Secretary of 
Mate. for War with interest. but he 
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He was reading the other day with very 


doubted whether he would beable tocarry ‘ 
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lout all the reforms to which he had 


referred. Lately an attempt had been 
nade to kick all the Irish Members out of 
the House of Commons, and it seemed to 
be thought necessary that they should 
al be locked up inthe Clock Tower. They 
evidently torget that the present Com- 
mander-in-Chief and the lateCommander- 
in-Chief were both Irishmen. [An Hon. 
Member: He is an Ulster man.] That 
was the hon. Member’s idea of geography. 
but Lord Wolseley came from the county 
of Cork and Lord Roberts from the 
county of Waterford. The hon. Mem- 
ber’s geography seemed to be rather at 
fault. The speech of the Secretary of 
State for War was a very able one, but 
judging from his study as an ignorant 
man in the street it appeared to him 
that the real moral of that speech was 
that they wanted more brain power. He 
had spoken of many things that were 
required, but what they really wanted 
was more brains. A system which 
required a man to possess an income ot 
£500 a year before he could be a British 
officer was certainly not a satisfactory 
state of things. The real trouble seemed 
to him to be that they did not realise that 
brains were necessary in order to pro- 
vide the horses. If they had had the 
brains at the head of affairs in South 
Africa they would have got the horses 
in time. The real trouble was that it 
took them a whole year before it dawned 
upon the minds of their British generals 


ithat they wanted two or three horses to 


each man in order to deal with the Boers. 
What astonished him throughout the 
whole of this discussion was that they 
appeared to think they had done the most 
extraordinary feat of arms by holding 
their own in South Africa for one and 
a half years, although their numbers 
were ten to one as compared with the 
Boers. They had sent out 270,000 men, 
and they thought that they had done 
something extraordinary. He had never 
been able to understand why it was 
that an equal force of British troop: 
ought not to be more than a match for an 
equal number of Boers. It had been said 
that they were fighting in a large anda 
strange country, but that was not a 
Very satisfying excuse. 

He entirely dissociated himself from 
those of his colleagues who had found 
fault with the Government for not buying 
Irish horses for this war. As an Irith 
Nationalist Member he felt no grievance 
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that Llrish horses were not bought. 
hated this war and everything connected 
with it, and he had no desire to sell 
Irish horses or anything else in order to 
make a profit out of it, because he be- 
lieved all such profit would bring with 
it a curse. So strong was his objection 
to the war that he would rather not see 
an Irish horse, or Irish soldier, used in it. 
But he objected to the taxpayers’ money 
heing used to defray “the cost of pro- 
visions and allowances in lieu of pro- 
visions,’ which was one of the items in 
the Vote. It was notorious that the Boer 
army had for a whole vear lived almost 
entirely off these provisions. What ex 
planation was going to be offered for the 
strategy of British generals which re- 
sulted in provisioning the Boer army 
at the expense of the taxpayers of this 
country 2 As individual taxpayer 
he did not profess that this was a very 
great grievance. He honestly confessed 
that he would not object to the tax if it 
was going to provision the Boers rather 
than the British Army. But the ordinary 
taxpayer ought to know the 
why enormous convoys and_ provision 
trains were captured every week by the 
Boers. Why, a quarter of this Vote 
was for provisioning Botha, Delarey. and 
De Wet. The Secretary for War ought 
to give some explanation of this. No 
doubt Lord Kitchener had been evacu- 
ating a large part of the Transvaal terri- 
tory and concentrating his troops along 
the railway line. But why should not 
Lord Kitchener retire from Bloemfontein 
and Pretoria and come back to the Cape ? 
[An Hon. Memper: Question.] That 
was the question, and he supported it 
by moving that the Vote be reduced by 
£1,000,000. 


al 


reason 


Motion imade, and (Juestion proposed, | 


“That a reduced sum, not exceeding 
£2,000,000, be granted for the said 
Service.” —(Vr. Dillon.) 

Lokp STANLEY said be did not 
intend to follow the hon. Member for 
Kast Mayo as to what Lord Kitchener 
should do. As to the question before 
the Committee, the money embraced 
in the Vote was required to pay for 
horses that had been taken in South 
Africa and which were mounted by the 


{COMMONS} 


He | moment, in order to have a reserve to 
Member 
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fall back upon. The hon. 
talked of the Argentine and 
asked that the price paid for them should 
be given to the Comunittee. He de- 
clined to state the prices paid for Argen- 
tine horses, because so long as purchases 
were going on it was not in the public 
interest that the prices they were paying 
should be mentioned. Some horses had 
been got in Cape Colony lately from 
the districts where martial law had 
been proclaimed. There had been no 
attempt in any way to conceal the prices. 
of hon. Members who alleged that the 
Government had been — deliberately 
swindled in the purchase of horses would 
bring forward specific instances — he 
should be glad to go into them. He 
could assure the Committee that there 
was not the slightest wish or intention 
on the part of his right hon. friend the 
Secretary of State for War or himself to 
conceal any deficiencies that had arisen 
in this matter, and there was not one 
of them that would not be turned to 
good account, he hoped, in any future 
war in which they might unfortunatels 
be engaged. An hon. Member said that 
they ought to encourage the breeding 
of English horses. and not establish stud 
farms in Canada and South Africa. 
His own idea was to distribute well-bred 


horses, 


| mares to the farmers and for the Govern- 


ment to get the produce for the 
purposes of the Army. [An IRISH 


Member: And Ireland ?| Certainly, Ire- 
land too. He had, he hoped, answered 
all the questions put to him, and he 
could assure the Committee once more 
that he had no desire to conceal any- 
thing. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): Except the prices. How many 
horses were there in this purchase of 
relmounts to the amount of two millions! 

Lorp STANLEY: I am not going to 
tell the hon. Member anything from 


iwhich he can find out the prices. The 
remounts include, besides horses, mules 
and trek oxen. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER aid 


‘that what they wanted was an assw- 


local levies there, and also for the mounted | 
and the way in which they had been sent 


troops they were sending out as rein- 


foreements, and. in addition, to provide | 


cxtra horses over those required for the 


Mr. Dillon, 


ance that the system under which the 
horses were landed at Port Elizabeth. the 
want of care when they were landed, 


up to the front, so that 90 per cent. of them 
died, would be put astopto. It had been 
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said that the horses had been well landed 
at Cape Town, but they had sure informa- 
tion that it was very different at Port 
Elizabeth ; that there horses had been 
landed with broken legs, and that many 
had been put into trucks and sent up 
country at once, some of them remaining 
in the trucks for eight days without 
food or water. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I can easily give 
the right hon. Gentleman the assurance 
asked for. The whole question has been 
gone into most earefully, and the practice 
hitherto) prevailing has been stopped. 
The horses are now being most carefully 
looked atter. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: said 
that was what they had been asking tor. 
At Cape Town, he believed, there was an 
immense collection of provisions and 
stores. Now there was a danger of the 
plague being carried by the stores, and 
that was a very serious question. He 
would like to have some assurance that 
these stores were being kept purified 
and not sent to the troops all over 
South Africa in a contaminated state. 
{Laughter. | It was not exactly il laugh- 
ing matter ; that was exactly the way in 
which the plague was spread. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
that when he was putting his question 
to the hon. Gentleman in regard to the 
number of horses which were wanted 
he was not speaking without book. 
He had a letter on the subject from a 
gallant officer at the front, which perhaps 
the Committee would allow him to read. 
It was dated 6th January, 1901, and the 
officer recited a most dismal story in re- 
gard to the state of the Army, which 
would not be relevant to the present dis- 


cussion. But in regard to the horses he 
used language consistent with that 


employed by the hon. Member below the 
gangway. He said—— 

“We want at least another 100,000 horses, 
not skin or hair trunks, but horses. Up to 
date the consumption of horsetlesh has reached 
the enormous total of 250,000. This includes 
horses presently in use. The remounts have 
been bad, very, and in each case wherever the 
War Office buys horses they buy them £10 
under market price, getting a bad driving 
animal instead of a useful riding animal.” 


That letter was not addressed to him. but 
had been put into his hands. 
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Lorp STANLEY said he could not give 
the actual number of horses required at 
the front at the present moment. As to 
price, he had always said that every one 
thought he could buy horses better and 
cheaper than the War Offiee. In pro 
viding horses for South Africa the War 
Office was not guided by private letters 
from one individual to another, but by 
the requisitions of Lord Kitchener, and 
every requisition Lord Kitehener made 
would be met to the full and, if possible, 
reserve kept over, 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said there was more than met the eve 
in regard to this matter. Perhaps if it 
were left to the noble Lord he might tell 
them all about these horses and what they 
cost. But the War Office sent out 
people to bury horses, and these people 
hought and sold them to the 
Government at a higher price, and thus 
made plenty of money. Why did not the 
noble Lord tell the Committee how it 
was that these horses. which the hon. 
Member declared were wretched animals. 
cost two millions? The other day he 
met a very lmpecunious friend of his, 
who came up and shook him so warmly 
by the hand that he was naturally under 
the impression his friend was going to 
borrow money. But he appeared to be 
doing well. “ What are you doing,” he 
asked his friend, who replied, smiling. 
“© Oh, selling horses to the Government.” 
It was very necessary that they should 
look into these Votes. He had heard the 
late Secretary for War say, in another 
place, that the late Commander-in-Chief 
was not aman of business, and the next 
speaker said that the late Secretary for 
War was not a man of business. If that 
was the way things were carried on why 
should they, in appeals to patriotism, 
vote two millions? He should be pre- 
pared to vote against the Government. 
because he had not received sufficient 
information from the noble Lord to 
enable him to say that they had only been 
reasonably ‘done ~ in the matter. 


horses 


*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE asked 
if it was true that 24,000 mules and 
43,000 horses had been shipped to South 
Africa from New Orleans, as stated in 
the British Consul’s Report, at an average 
cost of £20 apiece ! : 
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Lord STANLEY : I am not aware of condemned at the Cape, were brought 


it. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
he hoped the noble Lord would pay 
more attention to the stores which were 
being returned from South Africa. 
Several sanitary authorities in Great 
Britain and Ireland had recently had 
cause to suspect a number of ships from 
South Africa in connection with the 
plague, and at this moment he believed 
the Local Government Board was arrang- 
ing a conference between the Metro- 
politan Asylums Board and the London 
County Council, in order to spend a 
large sum of money to meet any emer- 
gency. But apart from the Army, if 
they got even a suspicion of plague in 
the Port of London—if there were only 
four or five cases well established— 
the damage that that would do to English 
trade in a month or two might amount 
to four or five millions of 
solid cash. He appealed, therefore, to 
the noble Lord to pay every attention 
to the stopping of the importation of 
infected stores which, after having been 


money in| 


Noes, 185. 


back to this country to be sold again 
and redistributed in this country. If 
he would do this he would not only 
save the Army a good deal of trouble, 
but he would also prevent a panic in 


London..: 


Lorp STANLEY: I quite sympa- 
thise with what has been said by the 
hon. Member for Battersea, and any- 
thing that I ean possibly do in the matter 
shall be done. I believe the sanitary 
authorities at Cape Town are taking 
every step in their power to prevent any 
means of contagion ; but if it is wished, 
I am sure my right hon. friend will wire 
special instructions to the military autho- 
rities to take every precaution in con- 
junction with the sanitary authorities. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: 
returned stores ! 

Lorp STANLEY: Yes, 
to that question as well. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes, 41; 
(Division List No. 50.) 


In regard to 


with regard 


AYES. 


Ambrose, Robert Jordan, 
Boland, John 

Burns, John 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Dutfy, William .J. 

Farrell, James Patrick 

Flynn, James C thristopher 
Hammond, John 

Hardie,J. Keir( MerthyrT ydvil 


Murphy, J 
Nannetti, 


O’Connor, T. 
O’ Donnell, 
(’ Donnell, T. 


Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Labouchere, Henry 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


Joseph P 

Nolan, Col. Jn. P. (Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, $ 
() Brien, Kendal('Tipper’ry Mad 
P. (Liverpool) 
John (Mayo, 8.) 
(Kerry, W.) 


O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shauchnessy, P, J. 
Power, Patnek Joseph 
teddy, 

sere Lary ‘John E.( Waterford) 
ftedmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
foche, John 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tully, Jasper 


South) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Hayden, John Patrick 0’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) Mr. Patrick O'Brien and 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. | O'Kelly,James(Roscommon,N Mr. Havilant- Burke. 
NOES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen, C. P.i(Gloue., Stroud) 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Akinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRuy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneli’r | 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.( Leeds) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol | 
Bigwood, James 

Black, Alexander William 
Bond, Edward 
Brodrick, Rt. 


Hon. St. John ( ‘olville, John 


Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 





| Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
' Carlile, William Walter 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, VCW (Derbyshire) | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r | Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A. E. 
| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
| Colomb,SirJohn( tharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


Cook, Frederick Lucas 
| Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
+ Craig, Robert Hunter 


Cranborne, Viscount 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John.A.(Inverness-sh.) 
Dewar,T.R.(T’rH lets, SGeo. 


| Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Edwards, Frank 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay , Sir Robert Bannatyne 

Fisher, William Hayes 
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Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 

Foster, Sir Walter( Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Garfit; William 


Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. E(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene, SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Hamilton, Marq.of (L’nd’derry 
Hardy,Laurence(K’nt, Ashford 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir A. D. 
Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, James(Stafford,N. W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hovhouse, C.K. H.(Bristol, E.) 


Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard,Capt.J (Kent, Faversh 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lawson, John Grant 

Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Lee,Capt. AH(Hants. Fareham 
Leese,SirJosephF’.(Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 


Mr. 


prolong the discussion 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen, Chas. P.(Gloue, Stroud 
Arkwright, John os" 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt.J osceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Maneh’r 


Beach,Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bell, Richard 

Bigwood, James 

Black, Alexander, William 
Bond, Edward 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn, St. John 





Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds | 


Supply —, lrmy (Supple- 


Gibbs. Hn. Vieary (St. Albans) , 


Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mid’x | 


flope,J. F(Sheftield, Brightside | 


Jones, William(Carnarvonsh. ) | 


' Morton,ArthurH.A.(Depttord | 
| Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) | W 
| Warner, Thomas Courtenay T 





{8 Maren 1901} 


Leveson-Gower, Frederick NS. 
Levy, Maurice 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumbr, Eskdale) | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) | 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Port-mouth | 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Crae, George 

Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire | 
Morgan, D. J.(Walthamstow) | 
Morgan,J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) | 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 


t 
| 
| Milner, Rt Hon. Sir Fred. G. | 
| 


Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. HnAGraham(Bute | 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Paulton, James Mellor | 
Peel, Hn. WmRobert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

randles, John S. 
Ratcliffe, R. F. 


| Remnant, James Farquharson 
| Rentoul, James Alexander 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Original Question again proposed. 


} 


| 
| 
| 


| 


| 
| 


| Charrington, Spencer 
| Clare, Octavius Leigh 


Renwick, George 

tichards, Henry Charles 
tidley, HnM. W. (Staley bridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.ChasThomson | 
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Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

topner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East 


; Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 


Wason,John Cathceart(Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E. R. ) 
Wilson, I. W. (Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


| Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N) 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander (Berks,E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


of this war to pass without a challenge. 


| He thought, therefore, that they might 


further. 


AYES. 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George | 
Caldwell, James | 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 

Carlite, William Walter | 
Caustor, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother | 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm. | 
Chamberlain, J Austen(Wore’r | 
Chapman, Edward 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady | 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole ' 


DILLON said it appeared to, now proceed to the division on the whole 
him that this Vote had been fully and | Vote. 
fairly discussed, and he did not wish to 
any 
He had, however, made up his mind | 
that he would allow no Vote in support | Noes, 38. (Division List No. 51.) 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 184 ; 


| Cook, Frederick Lucas 


Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 


| Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
| Dalkeith, Earl of 
| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dewar, TR(T’rH'mlets, S.Geo, 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


| Dimsdale, SirJosephCockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Dorington, Sir John Edward 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 

Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Edwards, Frank 
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Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt nSirt.( Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert. Bann: atyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, H mE iwirdAlzernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir W alter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. 

Garfit, W illiam 

Gibbs, Hn. Vieary (St. Albans 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.( Elgin Nairn 
(rordon, J. (Londonderry, 5.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Green, Walford D.( Wednesb'ry 
Greene, SirE. W.(B’ySEdnrds. 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Cinthrie, Walter Miurray 
Hamilton, Rt HonLd.G(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’donderry 
Hardy,Laurence (Kent. Ashfd 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


F Adjournment of 


Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, o Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 


Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanl'y 
Heath, James(Staffords. N. W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Helmne, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Higginbottom, x. W. 

Hope, J. F.(Shef ld. Brightside 
Ranidooucth. Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard,Capt.J(Kent,Faversh 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 


Ambrose, Robert 
Soland, John 
Burns, John 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) | 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Dutiy, William J. 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Hammond, John 
Hardie,J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil | 
Hayden, John Patrick 


2. £100, 
Factories. 
Mr. A. J. 
would be extremely 
House would at once grant 


and if this course is agreed to | will then 
move the adjournment of the House. 


Some of us, at all events, 
a good night’s rest. 


Resolution agreed to. 


O'Donnell, T. 
| O'Kelly, 


Supplementary, 


BALFOUR : 


convenient 


‘COMMONS! 


Lee.Cap. A. H.( Hants. Farel’m 
Leese SirJosephF.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Ciower, Frederick N.S 
Levy, Maurice 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Rt Hn. Walter Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis(L »westoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J( Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M Calnont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) 
M‘Crae, George 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maicolm, [an 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell. WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Murray. Rt in AGraham (Bute 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Peel, Hn WinRobert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. (i. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 
Ratcliffe, R. I 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Richards, Henry Charles 
NOES. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyee, Michael 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
M- Dermott. Patrick 
Murphy, «J 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’y, Mid 
(YConnor, T. P. (L iverpool) 
(Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
(Kerry, W.) 
aa (May o, N.) 
0’ Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 


| O'Malley, William 


Ordnance 
| day next ; 


1 think it | 
if the | , 
us this Vote, | Motion 


this 


have earned 








made, 
House do 
Balfour)—put, 


the TTouse a 
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Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 


Rt. 
John 


Ritehie, 
Roberts, 
Roe, Sir Thom 
Ropner, Colone 
Royds, Clemen 


Hon. Charles T, 


H. (Denbiehs, ) 
as 

1 Robert 

t Molyneux 


Seton-Karr, Henry 


Shaw, Thomas 
Sinclair, Capt. 
Skewes-Cox, T 
Smith, pee H,( 
Smith, . 
Smith, Hn. 

Soames, tok 
Soares, Ernest 
Stanley, Lord 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. C 


(Hawick, B.) 


John (Forfarsh. 


homas 
Hertford, East) 


a. P. (Lanarks. ) 


I. D. (Strand) 
r Wellesley 

J. 

(Lanes. ) 


harles Hedley 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, Lord E. 


Tabot, Rt. Hn... 


Taylor, Theode 
Valentia, Viscc 
Vincent, Sir Ex 
Warde, Lieut. 


(Chichester) 
G.(Oxf'd Univ, 
yre Cooke 
yunt 
lear ea 
-Col. C. E 


Warner, Thomas C thot nay T. 


Wason,John€ 

Webb, Colonel 
Weir, James G 
White, 
Whitley, J. H. 
Williams, Colo 


Luke (York, E. 


atheart(( Irkney 
Win. George 
alloway 

I.) 
(Halifax) 

nel R. (Dorset) 


Willoughby de Ereshy, Lord 


Wilson, A.Stan 
Wilson, Fred W. 
Wilson, John 
Wilson, J. 


Wyndham, Rt. 


Young, Comimander( 


TELLERS FOR 
Sir William 
Mr. 


ley( York, E.R.) 
(Norfolk, Mid. 


(¢ air ) 
W. (Worcester.N.) 


Hon. George 


serks,E.) 


THE AYES— 
Walrond and 


Anstruther. 


O Mara, James 


O'Sh: wighnessy, 
Power, P atric 
Reddy, M. 


Redmond, J. E. 


tedmond, Wil 
Roberts, John 
Roche, John 
Sullivan, Dona 
Tully, Jasper 


Ps w. 
Joseph 
(Waterford) 
liam (Clare) 
Bryn (Eifion) 


l 


TELLERS FOR THE NOEsS— 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien and 
Mr. Haviland-Burke. 


and 
now 
and agreed 


(Juestion, 


adj 


Resolutions to be reported upon Mon- 
Committee to sit again upon 
| Monday next. 


* That 
—(Mr. 


journ” 
to. 


Adjourned accordingly at_ half 


after Eleven of the clock till 


Monday next, 
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to be heard by counsel against the Bill, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. although the time limited by Standing 
Order No, 92 for presenting such petition 

Monday, With March, 1901, has expired ; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table; and Standing Order No. 92 to 

be considered To-morrow, in order to its 

LORD HENLEY. being dispensed with in respect of the 

Petition of Frederic Henley, Baron Said petition. 

Henley of Chardstock, in the Peerage of 
Ireland, claiming a right to vote at the OTLEY GAS BILL [H.1.]. 
elections of Representative Peers for COWES FERRY BILL [11.]. 
Ireland ; read, and referred to the Lord Ba aad Rare 
Chancellor to consider and report there- HARROGATE ( sy ORATION BILL 
upon to the House. eames 
MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 

TOOK THE OATH, BOARD (CANADA DOCK WORKS, 
Be la ‘ ETC.) BILL [H.1.]. : 
EF The Lord Gerard took the Oath. sais 
; SUTTON-IN-ASHFIELD URBAN  DIS- 
: ————- TRICT (WATER) BILL [H.1.]. 
s PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. TYNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND TRAM- 
ROADS BILL. 

1 ‘ F CHESTER CORPORAT Y TRAMWAYS 
: The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted aed ae Es re “es PRAMWAYS 
> the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- pe aise 

‘ments had laid upon the Table the ALFRETON GAS BILL [H.1. |. 
F Certificates from the Examiners that the (yA RING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP- 
E Standing Ordeys applicable to the follow- STEAD RAILWAY (No. 1.) BILL [HL ). 
ring Bi ave been co ied with :— : eee : 
| palpate cam capaclianse CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP 
Brompton and Piecadilly Cireus Rail- STEAD RATLWAY (No. 2.) BILL [H-1.]. 
way [ILL |. EASTON AND CHURCH HOPE RALL- 
a. WAY BILL [1.1. |. 
| The same were ordered to lie on the 
r Table. LYNTON AND BARNSTAPLE RAILWAY 
5 BILL [H.1L.]. 
F STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 
sas, ieee RAILWAY BILL [H.1. } 
: Report from, That the Standing Orders 
: not complied with in respect of the SOUTH WESTERN AND ISLE OF 
‘ ; : : WIGHT JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL 
§ Cambrian Railways Bill [H.L. |. 
t ought to be dispensed with. DOVER GAS BILL [H.1.}. 
Es That the Standing Orders not complied ne a Nghia aeemesielsiain 
; With in respect of the ce aiid 
3 ; : , . F re VIGAN CORPORATION TRAMWAYS, 
South Yorkshire Electric Power Bill bias ee git (u.L. | - 
‘ought to be dispensed with, provided Read 2¢ 
} that the proposed exemption of the 
undertaking from the provisions of Section DONCASTER TITHE TRUST. BILL 
81 of the Eleetrie Lighting (Clauses) Act, [H.L. | 
1899, be struck out of the Bill. 
pare ee : Read 2" (according to Order). 

Read, and agreed to. 

PORTMADOC, BEDDGELERT, AND 

HARROGATE WATER BLLL [HL]. SOUTH SNOWDON RAILWAY BILIT 

ae : , HLL, |. 

A petition of Messrs. Sharpe, Parker, rene) ; a 
Pritchards, Barham, and Lawford, of 9, STRATTON AND BUDE GAS_ BILIL 
Bridge Street, Westminster, parliamen- sesstiea 
lary agents, praying for leave to present Committed ; the Committees to be pro- 
a petition of Leeds Corporation, praying posed by the Committee of Selection. 
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EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 


Code of Regulations for Day Schools, 


1901. 


NAVY (WATER-TUBE BOILERS). 

Interim Report of the Committee 
appointed by the Lords Commissioners of 
the Admiralty to consider certain ques- 
tions respecting modern types of boilers 
for naval purposes. 


EXPLOSIVES (EXPLOSION AT MESSRS. 
CURTIS AND HARVEY'S FACTORY 
AT TRIMLEY MARSH, SUFFOLK. 
Report to the Secretary of State for 

the Home Department, by Captain M. B. 

Lloyd, His Majesty's Inspeccor — of 

Explosives, on the circumstances attend- 

ing explosions which occurred in the 

mixing house and stove at the factory of 

Messrs. Curtis and Harvey, Limited, at 

Trimley Marsh, Suffolk, on the 28th 

November, 1900. 


ARMY (YEOMANRY CAVALRY). 


Training Return for 1900, 


PATENTS ACTS. 

Report of the Committee appointed by 
the Board of Trade to inquire into the 
working of the Patents Acts on certain 
specified questions. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


LUNACY. 


Return of all sums received by the 
Visitors of Lunatics for travelling expenses 
or upon any other account from the Ist 
January to the 31st December, 1900, 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY 
BOROUGH OF BRIGHTON ), 


Orders made by the Council of — the 
County Borough of Brighton on 4th 


June, 1896, 19th January, 1809, and 21st 
January, 1901, altering certain polling 
districts in the borough. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 





LORDS} 
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SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—HOSPITAL 
TENTS AND WAGONS. 

Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : Perhaps the 
noble Lord the Under Secretary of State 
for War can now give me the result of 
his inquiries with regard to the despatch 
of tents and ambulance wagons to South 
Africa. 


*THE UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Lord RacLuan): My Lords, 
the Hospitals Commission, as your Lord- 
ships will remember, mentioned favour 
ably only the tortoise tents, tents of the 
Indian pattern, and ordinary Ordnance 
Store pattern ; 429 of these latter have 
been sent to South Africa, of which 153 
have been despatched since Ist December 
last; 1,210 Indian pattern tents have 
been already sent, and 1,000 more have 
been ordered from India. No tortoise 
tents have been sent out lately. I think 
I explained in my speech that this pattern 
has not realised the expectations at first 
formed in regard to it. As to wagons, 
eighty-five of a new pattern were sent out 
early last vear, and thirty wagons which 
are considered superior to the Ordnance 
Store pattern have been built by the 
Ordnance Store Department at Pieter 
maritzburg, but no new pattern wagons 
have been sent out from here since the 
issue of the Report. 


LORD WOLSELEY’S MEMORANDUM 


TO LORD SALISBURY. 
THE Eart or NORTHBROOK: | 


wish to put a question to the noble Mar- 
quess the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs of which I have given him private 
notice -namely, whether he is prepared to 
lay upon the Table of the House the 
Minute written by the late Commander: 
in-Chief of the Army which he quoted in 
his speech on Monday last. 


or STATE ror 
(The Marqitess 
Paper will, | 
the War 


notice a few 


*THeE SECRETARY 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
of LANSDOWNE): The 
understand, be presented by 
Office. TL only received 
minutes ago that the noble Earl would 
ask this question, and | therefore have 
not been able to ascertain when it will be 
presented. But the Paper is in existence, 
and I imagine it will be presented forth 
with, 
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1141 Swansea [Larhour 
NEW BILLS. 
COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL 


[H.L. }. 

A Bill to amend the law relating to 
county courts in Ireland—was presented 
by the Lord Ashbourne ; read 1“; to be 
printed ; and to be read 2" on Friday 


next. (No. 17.) 

OATH AGAINST ROMAN CATHOLIC 
DOCTRINES REPEAL BILL [H.1.}. 
A Bill to repeal the Oath against 


oman Catholic doctrines-—was presented 
by the Lord Braye; read 1“; and to be 
printed, (No. 18.) 


SHOPS (EARLY CLOSING) BILL 

A Bill to provide for the earlier closing 
of shops—was presented by the Lord 
Avebury ; read 1¢; and to be printed. 
(No. 19.) 


MESSAGE FROM 

His Majesty’s message considered 
(according to Order) Then it) was 
moved that an humble address be pre 
sented to His Majesty to return to His 
Majesty the thanks of this House for 
His most gracious message, and to assure 
His Majesty that this House will imme 
diately proceed to the consideration 
thereof in such a manner as shall demon 
strate their zeal, duty, and affectionate 
attachment to His Majesty, and a due 
regard to the rank and dignity of the 
Queen and the Royal Family (The Lord 
Privy Seal (/. Salisbury); the same was 
agreed to nemine dissenticute rs the said 
Address to be presented to His Majesty 
by the Lords with white staves, 


THE WING. 


CREMATION BILL 
Committee (according to 


[H.L. |. 
House in 


Order). Bill reported without amend- 
ment. 

Lord MONKSWELL: This’ Bill is 
word for word the same as that whieh 


passed through your Lordships’ [louse 
last year. On that oceasion it went to 
the Standing Committee and was very 
carefully considered. I do not think it 
will be necessary, therefore, that it should 
go to the Standing Committee again. 


LORD CHANCELLOR (The 


the 


THE 


Karl of Hatspury): If the Bill, as 


{1l Marcu 1901} 





Bill, 1142 
‘noble Lord says, is word for word the 
same as that which was examined by the 
Standing Committee last vear, I agree 
that it is quite unnecessary that it should 
go to the Standing Committee again. 

Standing Committee negatived ; Bill 
to be read 3¢ To-morrow. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the following Lords be proposed to 
the House as the panel of Lords to aet 
as Commissioners under the Act, viz. : 

{. Mansfield. 

. Camperdown. 
L. Clifford of Chudleigh. 
L.. Torphichen. 
L. Belhaven and Stenton. 
L. Fairlie (A. Glasqovw). 

The said Report to be considered To- 
Morrow. 


House adjourned at — twenty 
minntes before Five of the 
clock, till ‘To-morrow, half-past 
Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, Li fh March, L9OL. 


One other Member took and = sub 


seribed the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


SWANSEA HARBOUR BILL. (.By Orpen.) 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed. 
‘That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange), who had given notice 
of a dnotion for the rejection ot the 
measure, said he had no desire to place 
obstacles in the way of the construction 
of the new dock and other improvements 
at Swansea which were contemplated 
by the Bill, nor did he and those who 
were acting with him intend to interfere 
with the diseretion of the Swansea Har- 
a i ») 
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hour trustees to charge what rates they 


thought fit on shipping entering that 
port ; but what they did say was that 


those rates ought to be charged on the 
legal tonnage of the ships, and not upon 
the arbitrary tonnage basis proposed in 
the Bill. This endeavour to substitute 
an arbitrary tonnage basis for the ton- 
nage basis laid down by the Merchant 
Shipping Act was an endeavour to inter- 
fere with a public Act by means of a 
private Bill, and was opposed to public 
policy. Every British ship had to be 
measured under the Merchant Shipping 
Act, and her tonnage had to be ascer- 
tained in accordance with a system of 
measurement laid down by that Act. 
When the tonnage of the ship had been 
thus ascertained it was cut into the 
ship's beam, and that then became for 
all purposes the tonnage of the ship. 
That tonnage was the tonnage on which 
rates had to be charged, and in point 
of fact this system was uniform all 
through the country with one or two 
exceptions. In all ports, with one or 
two exceptions. where the tonnage dues 
were charged they were charged on the 
legal tonnage of the ship. This Bill 
proposed to establish a new system of 
tonnage. It proposed that in the case 
of steam vessels other than steam tugs 
the net registered tonnage on which 
dues should be charged should in’ no 
case be less than 50 per cent. of the gross 
tonnage. and that in the case of tugs the 
net registered tonnage should in no case 
he less than 18 per cent. of the gross 
tonnage. If Swansea were to have this 
power of making her own tonnage basis 
the same liberty would have to be con- 
ceded to other ports, and the unitormity 
established by the Merchant Shipping 
Act would be destroyed, and a state of 
chaos would be brought about. There 
was an additional advantage of the pre- 
sent system, inasmuch as when the 
British measurement was 
adopted by foreign countries the tonnage 
of the ship ascertained in the foreign 
country was her tonnage tor all pur- 
poses in Great Britain. He did not see 
why a provision of that kind should be 
overridden by the proposals of a private 
Bill. Ve thought the reason onthe part 
of the Swansea trustees for asking for 
this power was that there were 
vessels which were so constructed that 


Vr. Charles M* Arthur. 


system of 


some 
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they obtained a net registered tonnage 
much less than they ought to have, 
and on that account it was desired to 
correct the anomaly by means of this 
proposal. But if it was desired to 
correct an anomaly arising out of the 
general law it should be done by an 
amendment of the general law, or by 
an alteration in the instructions given 
hy the Board of Trade to their surveyors. 
He understood that the Board of Trade 
had this very matter under their con- 
sideration at the present time, and if 
that were so, surely it was a very in- 
opportune time for any particular port 
to rectify the matter by means ot a 
private Bill. He would remind the 
House that in 1899 a Bill was brought 
before the House of Lords in which this 
proposal was contained in reference to 
Bristol and other ports, and when the 
matter was brought under the notice of 
Lord Morley, as Chairman of Committees, 
he said it was not one that ought to be 
proposed in a private Bill. and the Bill 
was withdrawn. He did not wish that 
this Bill should be withdrawn, for it con- 
tained many very useful and beneficial 
matters, but he hoped the promoters 
would give an undertaking that this par- 
ticular clause would not be pressed. If 
it were not pressed he would withdraw 
his opposition to the Bill. If, on the 
other hand. the clause came down from 
the Committee in the shape in which it 
now stood, the opposition to the Bill 
would be renewed, and he should press 
it to a division. 


Sir GEORGE NEWNES 
remarked that this Bill proposed an ex- 
penditure ot £2,000,000 for the henefit 
of a densely-populated district and of 
the commerce of the country, and the 
clause to which objection had been taken 
by the hon. Member tor the Exchange 
Division of Liverpool was, after all, only 
a subsidiary matter. He should have 
pleasure in accepting the offer of the hon. 


(Swansea) 


Member and in acceding to his terms. 


Mr. CHARLES MARTHUR said that 


in these circumstances he would not 


oppose t he Second Reading. 
()uestion put, and agreed to, 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 
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PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62. BOROUGH FUNDS ACTS AMEND- 
COMPLIED WITH). MENT BILL. 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table — Petition from Falkirk, against ; to lie 
Report from one of the Examiners of upon the Table. 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on the CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 


: : : . Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
No. 62 has been complied with, viz. : ‘ 


Meopham ; and Bideford ; to lie upon the 


Cambrian Railways Bill. Table. 
Llandrindod Wells Water Bill. 
Richmond Gas _ Bill. ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
Stroud Gas Bill. GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
TION SCHOOLS). 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
second time. Ryde ; Aston: and Royton ; to lie upon 


the Table. 


BEXLEY TRAMWAYS_ BILL. 
BURGESS HILL WATER BILL. PAKLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE. 
DEVONPORT GAS AND COKE BILL. Petition from Bristol, for extension to 


Women ; to lie upon the Table. 
GLASGOW AND RENFREW DISTRICT : 


RAILWAY TRANSFER BILL. d ere 
‘POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNU A- 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL. TION ACT, 1896. 

SOUTH YORKSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER __ Petition for alteration of Law, from 
BILL. Whitby ; and Strood; to lie upon the 

Read a second time, and committed. Table. 

DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT OF SALE) OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 

LANDS (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL TO CHILDREN BILL. 

ORDER. Petitions in favour, from Glasgow 


Bill to confirm a Provisional Order (four); Govan; Manchester; Aberdeen 
under the Drainage and Improvement of (two); Dumbarton; Burnley; Carlisle 
Lands (Ireland) Act, 1863, and the Acts (two); West Kent; Cumwinton ; Largs ; 
amending the same, relating to the Poulton; Malton; Hawick; London ; 
Triogue Drainage District, in Queen’s Southampton; Llandillo (four) ; Selkirk ; 
County, ordered to be brought in by Lander (two); and York ; tolie upon the 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain and Mr. Table. 

Attorney General for Ireland. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT OF OS cane aes ae pote 


LANDS (IRELAND PROVISIONAL oe : : 
ORDER SILL. Petitions in favour, from Larkhall ; 


Perth; Aberchirder ; Buckie; Peebles ; 
Charlestown of Aberlour ; Tillicoultry ; 
Ardrossan; Arbroath; Port Glasgow 
(three) ; and Glasgow (two) ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


“To confirm a Provisional Order under 
the Drainage and Improvements of 
Lands (Ireland) Act, 1863, and the Acts 
amending the same, relating to the 
Triogue Drainage District, in Queen’s 
County,” presented accordingly, and read . 
the first time; to be referred to the) WORKMEN’S HOUSES TENURE BILL, 


Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills,, Petition from Falkirk, against ; to lie 
and to be printed. [Bill 93.] upon the Table 
i . 2ETURNS, REPORTS, ETU. 
PETITIONS. ane ene 
BEER BILL. UNFUNDED DEBT. 


Petition from Isle of Wight, infavour; Return ieromene Sth March] to he 
tolie upon the Table. printed. [No 


79] 
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EXPLOSIONS (MESSRS. CURTIS AND 
HARVEY’S FACTORY AT TRIMLEY 
MARSH, SUFFOLK). 
Copy presented, of Report by Cap- 


tain M. B. Lloyd, k.A., Her late Ma- 
jesty’s Inspector of Explosives, to the 
Right Honourable the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, on the cireum- 
stances attending Explosions which oc- 
curred at the Mixing House and Store at 
the Factory of Messrs. Curtis and Harvey, 
Limited, at Trimley, Suffolk, on the 28th 
November, 1900 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the ‘Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY 
BOROUGH OF BRIGHTON). 

Copies presented, of Orders made by 
the Council of the County Borough of 
Brighton on the 4th June, 1896, the 19th 
January, 1899, and the 21st February, 
1901, altering certain Polling Districts in 
the Borough |by Act|; to lie upon the 
Table. 


WORKS ACTS, 
AND 189%. 


NAVAL 1896, 1896, 1897, 

Account — presented, — showing — the 
wmount of Money issued out of the Con 
sulidated Fund ; the amount and nature 
of the Securities created in respect there 
of ; the amount of the surplus of Income 
over Expenditure for the financial year 
ended 3ist March, 1896, and the amount 
of Money expended in pursuance of the 
Acts during the year ended the 3lst 
March, 1900; together with the Report 
of the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon [by Act]: to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No, X0.] 


BIRTHS. DEATHS. MARRIAGES, AND 
VACCINATION (SCOTLAND). 
Copy presented, of the Forty - sixth 
Annual Report on the Births, Deaths, 
and Marriages in Scotland for 1900, and 
Thirty-fifth Annual Report on Vaecina- 


tion [hy Command} : to lie upon the | mentary 


Table. 


| 
ee : IST. CROSS 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (CODE, 1901). | 
Copy presented, of Code of Regulations 
for Day Schools, 1901, with Appendices 
{by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
PATENT ACTS. 
Copy presented, of Report of the 


Committee appointed by the Board of 
Trade to inquire into the working of the 
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Patent Acts on certain specified sugges- 


tions [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES), 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, No. 2560 [by Com 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


PHARMACY ACTS (IRELAND), 
Copy presentea, of Order in Corneil, 
dated 7th March, 1901, approving of a 
Regulation made by the Pharmaceutical 
Society of Ireland [by Act}; to lie upon 
the Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE bY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Lunacy.—_-Copy of Return of all sums 
received by the Visitors of Lunatics for 
travelling expenses, or wpon any other 
account, from Ist January to 31st 
December, 1900 [by Act]. 


COLONIAL LOANS ACT, 1899. 

Copy ordered, “ of Statement showing 
to what Colonies up to the present time 
sums have advanced by — the 
Treasury under the Colonial Loans Act, 
IS899, and for what purposes, to what 
wmounts, and at what rates of interest: 
also the date on which each sueh Loan 
Was sanctioned, and the date fixed for its 
repayment. ”- ~(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


been 


STARVATION, — OR 
BY PRIV ATION 


DEATHS FROM 
ACCELERATED 
(LONDON). 
Address for “ Return of the number of 

all deaths in the Administrative County 

of London, in the year 1900, upon 
which a coroner's jury has returned 

a verdict of death from starvation, or 

death accelerated by privation ; together 

|with any observations furnished to the 

Local Government Board by Boards ot 

! Guardians with reference to cases included 
lin the Return (in continuation of Parlia 
Paper, No 345, of Session 
| 1900).”—-(Mr. Talhot.) 
HOSPITAL. WINCHESTER. 
Copy ordered, “ of Correspondence with 
the Charity Commissioners with reference 
to the new scheme for the administration 
of St. Cross Hospital, Winchester.’- 
(Sir Walter Foster.) 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 


Copy ordered, “of Handbook to the 
Reports from the Committee of Public 
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Accounts, Vol. ILL. (1893 to 1900), with 
Index comprehending the three Vols. 
(1857 to 1900).’—(Mr. Austen Chamber- 


lain. ) 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to he printed. [No. 
S1.] 


OUESTIONN. 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR — 
MONEY GRANT TO EARL ROBERTS. 

Mr. ‘THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether it is the intention 
of His Majesty’s Government to propose 
a grant of money to Karl Roberts in 
respect of his services in South Africa ; 
and, if so, on or about what date the 
Vote may be expected to be taken. 

THE FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I have nothing to say on the subject 
at the present time. 


VALUE OF CHARTERED COMPANY'S 
LANDS. 
Mr J. PL PARRELEL (Longford, N.): 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether any arrangements 
have been made by the Colonial Oftice to 
ascertain the value of property inland taken 
under the Chartered Company in South 
Africa before the breaking out of the 
war; and whether he can state how 
these allotments have been affected by 
the war ; and, in case of death of grantees 
before the war, the property is now vested 
in any court or officer to whom inquiries 
as to particular estates can be addressed. 


The SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHuaAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The Master of the 
High Court of Southern Rhodesia is the 
official who has charge of the estates of 
all persons deceased in Southern Rhodesia 
to whom inquiries should be addressed. 
I have no information as to the value of 
the land in question nor as to how it has 
heen affected by the war. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: If particular 
cases are brought under the notice of the 
Colonial Office will inquiries be made ! 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : If the hon. 


Gentleman wishes for information as to 
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any particular case and will communicate 
with me privately, | will endeavour to get 
it for him. 


NEWSPAPER LIBELS ON BRITISH 
OFFICERS AND SOLDIERS. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): 1 beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General if his 
attention has been drawn to proceedings 
taken by the Attorney General of the 
Cape Colony against the editor of the 
South Africun News for publishing a 
defamatory and seditious libel; if he is 
aware that the matter in question origin- 
ally appeared in the Freeman's Journal of 
15th January, being reprinted in Zhe 
Times of the 16th January ; whether it 
is his intention to take similar proceedings 
against those papers ; and, if not, if he can 
explain on what grounds does the action 
of those papers differ from that of the 
South African News ; and whether he has 
considered the desirability of such a pro- 
secution, so that by a discovery order 
being made the name of the writer of the 
original matter may he disclosed. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Finiay, Inverness Burghs) : 


The propriety of proceedings for libel 
must depend upon the circumstances 
under which the publication has taken 
place. [- may remind the hon. and 
gallant Member that such libels upon our 
officers and soldiers are in this country 
generally appreciated at their true value, 
while in the peculiar circumstances of 
South Africa their circulation there may 
do infinite mischief. The procedure 
suggested in the last paragraph of the 
question is quite unknown to our criminal 
law, and the proposal that a criminal 
prosecution should be instituted merely 
to obtain information is not one which 
commends itself to my mind, 


MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT SERVING 
IN SOUTH AFRICA, 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 5.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
can state when he will be prepared to 
grant the Return asked for as to the 
Members of both Houses of Parliament 
who volunteered for active service in 
South Africa. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
The hon. Member’s proposed Return will 
involve a reference on various points to 
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South Africa. I hope the hon. Member 
will not press just now for such a Return, 
the preparation of which will involve a 
great deal of correspondence, to the detri- 
ment of work of a more pressing and 
important character. 


Mr. TULLY: Lbeg to give notice that 
I shall press for the Return. 


RETURN OF VOLUNTEERS FROM 
THE FRONT. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and \‘romarty): | 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is now in a position to 
state when the London Scottish and 
other Volunteers who have been on 
active service for upwards of a year in 
South Africa will be allowed to return to 
this country, so that they may no longer 
risk the loss of the situations which have 
been so long kept open for them. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): As I have 
recently explained to the House, we are 
endeavouring to relieve as many as 
possible of the Volunteers, but it is not 
possible to say exactly when Lord 
Kitchener will be able to spare them. 
COST OF ANIMAL TRANSPORT TO 
SOUTH AFRICA, 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
K.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can give the total 
amount of money spent since October, 
1899, on the transport of horses and 
mules to South Africa from Great Britain 
and elsewhere. 


Lorp STANLEY: I have already 
stated to the House on a previous occa- 
sion that the cost cannot be given. 


SOLDIERS’ UNCLAIMED BALANCES. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he will state the amount of soldiers’ un- 
claimed balances for the last vear, and 
What portion of these ascertainable has 
been handed over to the Patriotic Fund 
Commissioners. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have nothing to 
add to the reply which was given to the; 
hon. Member on Friday last, the 8th! 
instant. * 


See page 1028. 


‘COMMONS! 





(Juestion g, 


1159 
DECEASED SOLDIERS’ ESTATES. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 

Secretary of State for War on what 
grounds the War Office withhold payment 
of the estate of the late Private James 
Meehan, Ist Battalion Royal Dublin 
Fusiliers, who was killed in action at 
Ame;sfoot on 29th June last, from his 
widowed mother ; whether he is aware 
that she has taken out letters of adminis- 
tration so as to safeguard the War De 
partment in case of any other claims ; and 
whether, as this poor woman is living in 
destitution in Longford, the money will 
now be ordered to be paid to her. 


Lorp STANLEY: Instructions were 
given on the 6th instant to issue the 
estate, amounting to £17 Os. 4d., to the 
man’s mother. The delay arose through 
inability to obtain proof of the father’s 
death, on whom, if alive, the estate 
devolved, as the soldier died intestate and 
unmarried. 

PURCHASE OF FIELD FROM 
GERMANY. 

Mayor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford); 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state who is respon 
sible for advising the purchase of eighteen 
batteries of field guns from Germany ; 
were they delivered according to contract, 
and inspected previously to acceptance ; 
did the manufacturers supply projectiles, 
and what percentage of premature bursts 
have occurred ; and have any other points 
of weakness developed in the mountings 


GUNS 


' beyond the axle-trees. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Secretary of 
State, under the advice of the responsible 
officers, is responsible for the purchase ot 
all artillery guns, and of these as well as 
others. They were delivered according 
to contract and inspected previously to 
acceptance. The manufacturers supplied 
projectiles and fuses. No premature 
bursts have occurred. Some defects have 
heen discovered, which will be remedied. 


DISCHARGES FROM THE ARMY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he is aware that 
the parents of a lad just over eighteen 
years of age, who enlisted in the Cameron 
Highlanders as recently as January last, 
have been unable to secure his discharge 
although they have offered to make the 
usual payment of £10; and will he 
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consider the expediency of arranging for 
discharge by indulgence in cases such as 
this without awaiting the order for de- 
mobilisation. 


Lorp STANLEY: The rule against 
the grant of discharges during mobilisa- 
tion has been strictly enforced, and an 
exception in an individual case could not 
be made without injustice to the many 
who have been refused their discharge. 


AGE CERTIFICATES FOR RECRUITS. 

Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, 
under the new reforms of owe Army 
system, the regulations for enlistment 
will be so altered by the requirement 
from the proposed recruit of the pro- 
duction of actual proof of age by birth 
or baptismal certificate or otherwise so as 
to preclude for good the possibility of a 
recruit, whether for Regulars, Militia, or 
Volunteers, being enlisted under a false or 
apparent age, and so remainingall through 
his military career, and nullifying the true 
eflicacy of any age regulations of time at 
which he may become available for in- 
crease of pay or pension. 


Lorp STANLEY: <As the hon. and 
gallant Member is aware, an experiment 
was made a few vears ago to test the 
possibility of introducing a system of 
verification of soldiers’ ages, The results 
of the experiment were such as to show 
that it would be impracticable to require 
the production of a birth or baptismal 
certificate from every recruit. 


PIMLICO CLOTHING DEPARTMENT 
MASTER TAILOR CUTTERS. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick’s) : I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Oftice whether he can state the 
nature of the examinations for the position 
of the master tailor cutters at Pimlico 
Clothing Department ; whether the com- 
petition is open to young men ; how many 
of them are Roman Catholics ; what are 
their salaries; and whether a similar 
clothing department will be established in 
Ireland either at Dublin, Belfast, or Cork. 


Lorp STANLEY: There are no 
“master tailor cutters” at the Army 
Clothing Department. Cutters are ac- 
cepted on the strength of testimonials and 
characters received from former employers. 
Subject to age limits, anyone may apply, 
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and no inquiry is made as to the religion 
of these employed. It is not proposed to 
establish a clothing department in Ireland. 


NEW NAVAL COLLEGE AT 
DEVONPORT. 

Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 5.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty if he can say when the new Naval 
College to replace H.M.S. “ Britannia ” 
will be ready for occupation, and whether 
in the meantime temporary accommoda- 
tion for the Naval cadets could he 
secured elsewhere. 


Tut SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ArRNOLD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): The contract for the completion of 
the sick quarters terminates on 12th May, 
1902, and for the College Buildings on 
12th November, 1904, and at present no 
reason is seen for supposing that the 
work will not be completed by the con- 
tract time. The question of temporary 
accommodation is being considered in case 
it may be found necessary to remove the 
cadets from H.M.S. “ Britannia” before 
the completion of the new buildings. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS FOR 
THE NAVY: 

Mr JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty, in the 
case of single ships or squadrons of His 
Majesty’s Navy at sea, if he can state 
what provision is made for the adminis- 
tration of the last sacraments which are 
of obligation to Roman Catholic sailors 
when dying. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : As stated 
in reply to previous questions, it is not 
possible to carry Roman Catholic chaplains 
on board His Majesty’s ships. Full pro- 
vision is made for ministering to the wants 
of Roman Catholic sailors on shore. The 
cruises are as a rule now of short dura- 
tion, but during their continuance Roman 
Catholics on board His Majesty’s ships 
are in the same position, as regards the 
administration of the sacraments, as 
sailors on other seagoing vessels during a 
voyage. 


TIME-EXPIRED MEN-OF-WAR’S MEN 
ON THE CHINA STATION. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 

I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 

whether a number of men-of-war’s men 

now serving on the “Barfleur,” the 
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“Centurion,” and other war ships  sta- 
tioned in the Chinese waters are time: 
expired men; whether they are being 
detained against their will; and when 
they may be expected to be allowed to 
come home. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The King’s 
Regulations direct that time-expired men 
are to be sent home in time to admit of 
their receiving their discharge when the 
term of their engagement expires, unless 
the exigencies of the Service are such as 
to render their detention for a time 
necessary. It is possible that owing to 
the recent troubles in China some men 
may have been detained, but the cases 
must be few and their detention would 
not be continued when the existence of 
the necessity Was removed, 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Will the hon. 
Gentleman call the attention of the re 
sponsible authority to the desire of the 
men to be immediately released ! 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I have no 
doubt that the attention of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief has been called to the 
fact that the men are time-expired. 
WOOLWICH 


ARSENAL LABOURERS’ 


WAGES. 

Mr ARTHUR MORTON (Deptford) : 
I beg vo ask the Civil Lord of the Admi 
ralty if he will state how many labourers 
are employed in the Naval Ordnance 
Department of Woolwich Arsenal, and 
what rates of pay they receive, dis- 
tinguishing the number of men employed 
and the rate of paid in each 
separate class. 


‘The CIVIL LORD or thr ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. PreryMan, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): There are 365 — labourers 
emploved at rates of pay varying from 
Yis. to 27s. per week. I shall be glad 
to give the hon, Member further details 
if he will speak to me after Questions. 


Carrain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
How many are employed under 24s. a 
week ? 


*Mre PRETYMAN : About 325. 


ene 
wages 


CHINA LOOTING AT PEKING AND 
TIENTSIN. 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 


dee): 1 beg to ask the Under Secretary 
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of State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
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Government have any information to 
show that looting and pillage have been 
committed by British or other European 
troops in or near Peking or Tientsin, and 
that valuable property thus plundered has 
been publicly sold under the direction of 
British officers ; whether such conduct is 
contrary to the modern usages of war as 
declared by the Hague Convention ; and 
whether the Government intend to adopt 
any means for the restitution of the 
property so taken, and for the punish- 
ment of the offenders as their conduet 
may deserve. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. HAmiLron, Middlesex, 
Ealing): So far as I know there has not 
been any pillage or plunder by British 
troops in China in the sense implied by 
the question. General Gaselee reported 
in August last that “ looting was openly 
tolerated among certain of the allied 
troops,” and every effort was made by 
him to prevent our soldiers from partici- 
pating in the indiscriminate plunder and 
wanton destruction of property which 
was prevalent elsewhere. In the areas 
assigned to British occupation there were 
a number of derelict General 
Gaselee directed that the ownerless 
property so left should be taken charge of 
hy authorised search parties, and where 
the legal owner could not be found sold 
by public auction for the benefit. of all. 
There has not been any violation of the 
Hague Convention. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : 
Would it be possible to have General 
Gaselee’s report presented to the House ! 


Mr. TULLY: Is it not a fact that at 
Christie's they are actually selling loot 
taken in China ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : Possibly that 
may be so, hut it does not necessarily 
follow that the things were looted by 
British troops. *As to the question of 
the hon. Member for Dundee, | am rath” 
doubtful, as General Gaselee’s report re 
ferred not only to British but to other 
troops. 


houses. 


CAPE-AUSTRALIAN CABLE. 

Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): | 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether, in view of the importance of the 
projected Cape-Australian cable as con- 
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stituting a link in the All-British system, 
he would lay upon the Table of the House 
acopy of the agreement with the con- 
tracting company ; and whether permis- 
sion has been granted for landing rights 


on each and all of the intervening mid- 


ocean stations, and what terms and con- 
ditions have been attached thereto in the 
protection of the public interests, 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No formal 
agreement has been signed between His 
Majesty’s Government and the Eastern 
and Eastern Extension Cable Companies 
in regard to the Cape-Australian cable, 
but I have informed the company that 
landing rights at Mauritius, Rodriguez, 
and Cocos Islands will be granted on 
condition that the sliding scale rates in 
regard to the traffic between England and 
South Africa are extended to these places. 
It is intended that the landing licences 
shall contain thes same conditions and 
stipulations in favour of the Government 
and the public as the licence about to be 
issued by the Board of Trade to the same 
Company for the new cable from Madeira 
to Porth Carnow. 


CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT AR 
RANGEMENTS FOR REBUILDING. 
Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (‘Tower 

Hamlets, St. George’s): I beg to ask the 

Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 

ment whether the delay in the rebuilding 

of the Central Criminal Court is due to 
the action of any Government Depart 
ment; whether he is aware that the 

Corporation of the City of London have 

duly approved plans for the rebuilding 


but are unable to proceed owing to the | 


ditticulties placed in their way by the 
Government ; and, seeing two judges have 
recently been indisposed in consequence 
of having to preside at trials under the 
present insanitary conditions of the Old 
Bailey, whether any steps can be taken to 
temporarily avoid such a state of affairs 
pending the erection of the new Courts. 


The following question also appeared 
, 8 4 
on the Paper :- 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether the attention of the 
Government has been directed to the 
insanitary condition of the Central 
Criminal Court, which has injuriously 
affected the health 
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Justice and other Judges who have had 
occasion to sit there; and whether they 
are in a position to do anything to remedy 
such a dangerous state of matters. 


Sir JOSEPH DIMSDALE (London) : 
I beg to ask the same right hon. Gentle- 
man whether he is aware that the Corpora 
tion of London have already paid £25,000 
to his Majesty’s Commissioners of Prisons 
in part payment of the £40,000 agreed 
upon between the Corporation and the 
Government for the purchase of the male 
wing of Newgate, and that the City Lands 
Committee, who have the matter in hand, 
are quite prepared to start the work of 
rebuilding the Central Criminal Court as 
soon as they gain of this 
land from the Government. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY ce STATE 

roR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Jesse CoLLINGs, Birmingham, Bordesley) : 
With regard to the question of my hon. 
friend the Member for the City of London, 
I have no doubt the facts are as he 
has stated them, but the City Cor- 
poration will allow the financial ar- 
rangements with the Government are 
very favourable to themselves, and they 
have made them on the express under 
standing that the prison would not be 
handed over until accommodation else- 
where was provided for the prisoners. 
With regard to the question of my hon. 
friend the Member for St. George’s, 
[ have to say that the City of London 
authorities are responsible for the 
building in which the Central Criminal 
Court is held. In order to furnish them 
with a site on which to build a new court, 
His Majesty’s Government have agreed 
to surrender Newgate Prison, but in order 
to make this possible extensive alterations 
have to be made in prison buildings else 
where. This involves considerable delay, 
but it is not the case that His Majesty's 
(fovernment are placing difficulties in the 
way. As a matter of fact, the Prison 
Commissioners are doing all they can to 
complete the arrangements which are a 
necessary preliminary to the discontinu- 
ance of Newgate Prison, and the transfer 
of its site to the Corporation. 


pt ISSESSI aI 


PARK — RAILINGS AND 
LIGHTING. 
*COLONEL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- 
over Square): I beg to ask the First 
, Commissioner of Works whether it is 


HYDE 
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proposed to remove the remaining iron 
railings inside Hyde Park; and whether 
he will consider the desirability of light- 
ing the roadway between Victoria Gate 
and the Marble Arch. 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. AKERS DovuGuas, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s) : It is proposed ultimately to 
remove all the iron post and rail fence in 
Hyde Park except the portion round the 
ride. I have not at present sufficient 
funds to meet the heavy expense of light- 
ing the roadway referred to by my hon. 
and gallant friend. Seeing that there is 
« public roadway running parallel to it, 
and within a few yards, it is not so 
pressing as other changes. 


Questions. 


LONDON BOROUGH COUNCILS 
TRIENNIAL ELECTIONS. 

CapTain JESSEL (St. Paneras, 8.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he can now 
give an answer to the petitions of the 
City of Westminster and other borough 
councils of London in favour of triennial 
elections. 


THe PRESIDENT or toe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Warren 
LonG, Bristol, S.): I am now in a 
position to deal with this matter. Sub- 
ject to its being shown that the con- 
ditions prescribed by Sub-section & of 
Section 2 of the Local Government Act 
have been complied with, I propose 
generally to assent to the applications 
made to me to direct that the Metro- 
politan borough councillors shall all 
retire together on the ordinary day of 
election in every third year. <A few 
cases in which objections have been re- 
ceived will of course have to be specially 
considered. 


VACCINATION STATISTICS. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he can state how 
many children were born in England and 
Wales in 1900, or the last year for which 
the statistics are known, and how many 
of these were vaccinated. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The latest 
complete returns are those for the year 
1898. The number of children born in 
that year was 923,059, and of these 
562,737 were successfuliy vaccinated. 
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Mr. BARTLEY: Are we to under- 
stand, then, that just half the population 
is now unvaccinated under the new law? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I should not 
like my hon. friend to draw that dedue- 
tion at present, hecause these figures are 
only for 1898. 


SIR WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ikeston): Can the right hon. Gentleman 
say whether these figures are larger than 
those of preceding years ! 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I could not 
really say, as I have not the figures 
before me. 


BEER ADULTERATION. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board if his 
attention has been called to the unani- 
mous resolution passed by the Carmarthen- 
shire Chamber of Agriculture as to the 
necessity of a Bill being passed to secure 
purity in beer, by laying down therein 
the ingredients of which beer may be 
composed, and the compelling of brewers 
at regular intervals to make a return of 
beer brewed and ingredients used ; and, 
if so, whether he can assure the House of 
his intention to introduce promptly a Bill 
carrying out the purport of this resolu 
tion. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Breacu, Bristol, 
W.): The President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board has asked me to answer this 
question, as the resolution aims, not 
only at the exclusion of deleterious in- 
gredients from beer, but at limiting the 
freedom of brewers to use materials 
which, though wholesome, are not malt 
and hops. I can give no such assurance 
on behalf of the Government as is desired 
by the hon. Member. 


EDUCATION-—-ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS 
; CURRICULA. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether he can give the House an 
assurance that in the future administra- 
tion of the Higher:Elementary Minute 
local authorities applying to have schools 
recognised under the Minute will be 
granted freedom in the preparation of 
proposed curricula for their schools, so 
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that, as in the terms of the Minute, they 
may adapt the instruction to the circum- 
stances of the scholars and the neighbour- 
hood ; and, further, whether he can hold 
out any prospect that the recognition of 
schools on whose account application for 
grants under the Minute is made will be 
on a more generous scale in the present 
year than in the past. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. 
Gorst, Cambridge University): The 
Board of Education give full freedom to 
managers in all public elementary schools 
to submit their own courses of study. The 
only special conditions as to course of 
instruction attaching to higher elementary 
schools are (1) that a certain amount of 
science, proper to a course of general edu- 
cation, is taken ; and (2) that technological 
subjects are not generally admissible. 
The recognition of higher elementary 
schools depends not on the generosity of 
the Board of Education, but upon the 
existence in the locality of the conditions 
specitied in the Minute. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: ITs it a fact that 
the Board of Education has declined to 
sanction business training as part of the 
curriculum for higher grade schools under 
the London Board ? 

Sin J. GORST: Yes, Sir. They 
regard business training as technological. 


NEW DUSTON SCHOOL. 

Mr. ROBERT SPENCER (Northamp- 
tonshire, Mid): I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council on 
Education whether his attention has been 
called to the want of school accommodation 
at New Duston, and whether he hes 
received a petition from the inhabitants 
respecting this lack of accommodation ; 
and whether he can see his way to 
take the necessary steps to secure that 
the desired accommodation shall be pro- 
vided. 


Sin J. GORST : Yes ; the hon. Member 


presented me with the petition a few days 
ago. The urban part of the United 
School District of Duston has been incor- 
porated in the borough of Northampton, 
and there is, according to our information, 
ample school accommodation in the rural 
part left outside. New Duston as a 
separate parish is unknown to the Board 
of Edueation, 
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EDUCATION CODE—RURAL SCHOOLS. 

Sm W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dartford): 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Council when the new Education Code 
will be laid on the Table; and whether 
the new proposals with regard to eduea- 
tion in rural schools will become effective 
under the operation of the Code this year. 


Sir J. GORST: I hope to lay the 
Code on the Table before Easter. The 
Papers which have been recently issued 
represent the settled policy of education, 
and every effort will be made to introduce 
into the rural schools of this country the 
system of teaching embodied’ in’ those 
proposals. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
whether, having regard to the new eur- 
riculum, there will be a more generous 
system of finance under the new Code in 
dealing with rural schools. 


sin J. GORST: That is the second 
question the hon. Member has asked 
appealing to the generosity of the Board 
of Edueation in this country. Public 
Departments are never generous. ‘They 
have to act in accordance with settled 
rules of law which leave no place for such 
a sentiment as generosity. 


CIVIL SERVICE — UNESTABLISHED 
WORK AND PENSIONS. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): 
IT beg toask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury whether he can state how many 
persons, at one time employed in the 
Government service upon a temporary 
footing, have since 1884 been placed upon 
the permanent establishment, and of these 
in how many cases is the continuous 
temporary service rendered prior to 
establishment counted towards pension, as 
if the entire service had heen upon the 
establishment. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHan- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): No, Sir: 
I regret that [ have no means of ascer- 
taining the numbers. 


CIVIL SERVICE APPOINTMENTS. 

*CoLoNEL LEGGE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether it is in 
contemplation to reduce the age at which 
abstracters, sorters, and boy copyists in 





is. oe 
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the Post Office may compete for higher 
civil service appointments: and, if so, 
whether those at present in the service 
will be exempted from the operation of 
the new rule. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It 
was decided last year in the interests of 
the public service to diminish the age 
deduction which may be made by civil 
servants competing for the second 
division and for assistantships of Cus- 
toms and Excise. To prevent any 
vossible hardship [ have now arranged 
that the new Regulations shall only apply 
to persons who entered the service subse- 
quent to its announcement in the spring 
of last vear. 


(Questions, 


CHEAP TEAS. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, N.): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury if his attention has been 
drawn to the fact that quantities of in- 
ferior Cevlon and other teas alleged to 
contain microbial products dangerous to 
health are being sold in bond in London 
at prices ranging below 4d. per Ib. : if the 
Customs officers have taken and analysed 
any samples of such teas, and with what 
results ; and what amount has been seized 
wud destroyed during the past twelve 
months ; and if, in the interests of public 
health, he is willing to consent to an 
inquiry into the best methods of checking 
the sale of such unwholesome teas by 
determining some minimum standard of 
purity, and by securing a proper analysis 
of such teas before they are blended with 
other teas. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Board of Customs have no knowledge of 
sales in bondof tea containing microbial 
products dangerous to health. They have 
power to forbid the introduction of tea 
that is found on analysis “to be mixed 
with other substances or exhausted tea,” 
or is declared by the analyst to be “unfit 
for human food.” During the past twelve 
months 2,055 packages were refused 
admission for home consumption or for use 
as ship stores, ‘The second paragraph of 
the question should be addressed to the 
Local Government Board, which is the 
authority specially charged by statute 
with the protection of the public health. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE: Were the 


rejected packages destroy ed ! 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : | 
cannot answer that without notice. 


ISSUE OF NEW POSTAGE STAMPS. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 


Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 


General, if he can state what steps are 


being taken to issue new postage stamps ; 


will he take care that a clearly visible 
mark of the value of the stamp, such as 
that on the 2d. stamp, be impressed on 
each new stamp; and will he give the 
public an opportunity of seeing the 
designs of the proposed stamps ; and will 
he provide for the issue of the new penny 
stamp in royal scarlet, or red colour, in 
place of the present mauve colour. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The necessary steps are being taken for 
the issue of new postage stamps, but it is 
not expected that they will be ready for 
some months to come. The Postmaster 
General would point out to the hon. 
Member that, with the exception of the 
halfpenny, penny, and shilling stamps, all 
the adhesive stamps now in use do bear 
figures clearly indicating their value, and 
the same plan will probably be continued. 
In the case of the three stamps parti 
cularised they are of so distinctive a 
character that it was not thought neces 
sary to print on them the value, in 
figures as well as in words, and the Post 
master General is not aware of any 
inconvenience having resulted. He does 
not think it desirable to submit the 
designs of the proposed stamps to the 
public. The Postmaster General is not 
satistied that any sufficient reason exists 
for altering the colour of the penny stamp 
as suggested by the hou. Member. 


POSTAL ORDER COUNTERFOILS. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON : I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he will arrange with the present 
contractors Lo issue the new postal orders 
with a counterfoil to be torn off by the 
senders ; and whether, if the present con- 
tractors decline to do this without extra 
charge, he will give an opportunity to 
other printers to print and supply the 
new postal orders at even a reduced price 
and with the counterfoil desired by the 
public. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster Greneral has for some time 
ast had the question of issuing postal 
orders with counterfoils under his con- 
sideration, but there are many practical 
difficulties in the way, and he has not vet 
been able to arrive at a conclusion. 


EXAMINING OFFICERS OF CUSTOMS. | 
Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway, Connemara): | 
] beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury | 


whether, in view of the fact that more 


‘ ~P a 1 | 
than 100 examining officers of Customs 


will become redundant by the substitution 
of clerks for officers of this class in the 
Tea and Dry Goods Accounts Offices in 
the London Custom House, he will give 
«a undertaking that the existing officers 
of the classes affected shall suffer no 


retardation of promotion as a result of | 


the contemplated changes ; and can he 
siate what objection there is, if any, to 
inform the officers in advance of the exact 
measures which will be taken to safeguard 
their legitimate interests. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : I 
regret that T am at present unable to add 
anything to the answer which [ gave to 
the hon. Member on the 28th February.* 
The new arrangements will be communi- 
eated to the Customs Services as soon as 
they are finally settled. 


LERWICK POST OFFICE, 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Secretary 
tothe Treasury, as representing the Post 
master General, whether his official infor- 


mation shows that the post office building | 


at Lerwick is in an insanitary condition, 
having little light and ventilation, and 


only lavatory accommodation consisting | 


of an apartment about three feet square 
for the use cf a mixed staff of persons : 
and, whether steps can be taken to make 
the necessary alterations. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
post office at Lerwick, which was provided 
in LATS and enlarged in S89, is now too 
small for the work, and as the building is 
not capable of adequate enlargement. in 
quiries are being made tor a suitable site 
for the erection of a new building. The 
Postmaster General is not aware that the 
present office is insanitary ; but inquiry 
shall be made. 


See page os. 
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| CONVEYANCE OF STORNOWAY MALLS 


| Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 

to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
| master General, if he will state what pro 
| gress has been made with the negotiations 
with the North British Railway Company 
for the conveyance of the Stornoway 
mails via Mallaig ; and will care be taken 
that tenders are invited for the steamer 
service between Mallaig and Stornoway. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The negotiations with the North British 
Railway Company for the use of the nev 
railway to Mallaig have not yet been com 
_ pleted, and no decision has been arrived at 
in regard to the question of sending mails 
to Stornoway over this newline. Asany 
steamer service from Mallaig must in the 
first instance be experimental in character, 
the Postmaster General thinks that it 
| would not be expedient at present to in- 

vite tenders as the hon. Member suggests. 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING OFF ABERDEEN 

Mr. PIRIE: 1 beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether, having regard to the 
fact that the “Jackal” is the gunboat 
more directly charged with the duty of 
preventing illegal trawling in the close 
vicinity ot Aberdeen, he can state how 
often during the months of December, 
January, and February, respectively, this 
hoat has been berthed in Aberdeen har- 
hour, and on how many of such occasions 
she has taken up her mooring inside the 
dock gates of the harbour ; what is the 
number of officers on board her, and 
since when has the present officer in 
charge of her held the appointment ; 
and where are the gunboats “ Brenda ” 
and * Niger” at the present moment. 


THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): As 
regards the first part of the hon. 
Member's question, I must refer him 


to the Admiralty, within whose jurisdic- 
tion the matter rests. As regards the 
i second part, | presume the hon. Member 
refers to the Fishery Board cruisers 
* Brenda” and * Norna.’ and, if so, the 
answer is that the waters patrolled by 
the “Brenda” are Berwick-on-Tweed to 
Rattray Head, and by the “ Norna” the 
| Moray Firth. 


| SCOTTISH FISHERY RETURNS. 


Mr. WEIR: T beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if the Secretary for Scotlanel 


1167 (Juestions. 
will grant a Return (Fishery Harbours, 
Scotland) showing the name of each 
fishery harbour on the coast of Scotland, 
the name of the county in which it is 
situated, the date of its construction, the 
area, the name of the proprietor or autho- 
rity responsible for its upkeep, its present 
condition, and the funds derived from the 
harbour in dues or otherwise for each 
vear since 1890, 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : There 
are no materials at the disposal of the 
Secretary for Scotland to enable such a 
Return to be framed. There would have 
to be a special inquiry, and the Secretary 
for Scotland is unable to see any such 
public purpose to be served by the 
Return as to justify ordering such an 
inquiry to he made. 


IRISH LAND COURT\SALES. 

Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8S.) : I 
heg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Lreland if he ean 
state what is the amount of purchase 
money paid for lands sold by the Judge 
of the Land Court since the Act of 1896 
came into force, under Section 40° and 
under other powers. 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY vor IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpiam, Dover): The 
amount advanced under orders made pur- 
suant to the 40th seetion of the Act of 
1896 is £351,729, and the amount realised 
by sales to tenants pursuant to agree- 
ments sanctioned by the Land Judge is 
£628,385, making in all £980,114. These 
figures are brought down to the end of 
October last, the latest date to which they 
are at present available. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say how many 
estates have been sold under Section 40 of 
the Act ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: No, the holdings 
are sold separately and the estates are 
not sold en blo, 


BANN DRAINAGE 
MACARTNEY : 


BILL. 


] beg to ask 


Mr. 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, in consequence of the 
injury inflicted by the floods on the Bann, 
he will consider the expediency of re- 
introducing the Bann Drainage Bill or 
other remedial measures. 


‘COMMONS! 





Ouestions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : As already stated, 
I am not prepared to introduce in the 
present session legislation in this matter, 
ENNIS DISTRICT LUNATIC 

FINANCE. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
On behalf of the hon. Member for East 
Clare, I heg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that a sum of 
£934 16s. 2d. has certified by 
the Government Auditor as due to the 
Kunis District Lunatic Asylum for the 
capitation grant towards the support of 
the asylum for the three months ending 
21st Mareh, 1899, and to the fact that 
this debt was acknowledged by the then 
Secretary to the Treasury, and whether 
this sum will now be paid immediately. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: At the request of 
my hon. friend, I will reply to this ques- 
tion. This matter has already formed 
the subject of correspondence between 
the Irish Government ana the Committec 
of Management of the Ennis Asylum, and 
Ihave nothing to add to the views of 
the Government has already expressed. 
The hon. Member has not correctly inter- 
preted the statement made by the late 
Secretary to the Treasury. For an ae- 
curate report of what he did say I would 
refer to The Parliamentary Debates of 30th 
April, 1900 [Fourth Series], vol. Ixxxii, 


page 285, 


ASYLUM 


heen 


SEA FISHING—MANUAL OF TRISH 
STATUTES. 

Mr PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
I bee to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will lay upon the Table a manual of the 
various Lrish statutes and bye laws re- 
garding sea fishing, similar to the volume 
issued last week to Members of the House 
regarding Scotland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : 


done. 


Yes, this will be 


BURTAL GROUND, COUNTY 
WICKLOW. 

Mr. COGAN (Wicklow, I.) : T beg to 
ask the Chief Seeretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of [reland whether he is aware 
that the Kilfee burial ground, in the 
Ballycullen electoral Division of the Rath- 
drum rural distriet, county Wicklow, 
which is under the Rathdrum Rural 


KILPER 
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District Council, is at present unprotected 
py any fence, and is consequently over- 
run with cattle and sheep, which injure 
the graves and memorials ; and that this 
cemetery Was originally twice its present 
size, but has been reduced by the owner 
of the land in which it is situate convert- 
ing it into a cattle walk ; and whether the 
Local Government Board will take steps 
to have this cemetery restored to its 
original size, and have it properly pro- 
tected. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The clerk of the 


rural council states that the fencing of 


this burial ground, which had been broken | 


in places, has now been restored. It is 
possible that the cemetery was originally 
larger, but in regard to that matter the 
Local Government Board has no informa- 
tion and no jurisdiction. 


CONGESTED — DISTRICTS — BOARD 
FISH CURING INDUSTRY. 

Mr. FLYNN: | beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary tothe Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, having regardto the fact that the 
Congested Districts Board, in connection 
with the fish curing industry, require a 
considerable number of barrels, the Board 
will ask for tenders from Cork cooperage 
works, seeing that some coopering firms 


‘11 Marcu 1901} 


in that city have special facilities for | 
| question on this matter. 


turning out this class of work. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Cooperages were | 
opened by the Board for the purpose of | 
imparting instruction in barrel making in | 
congested districts, and until the industry | 


has been firmly established Ido not think 
it would be prudent for the Board to 
withdraw its support from — these 
cooperages. 


URELAND) NATIONAL 


SCHOOL. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): IL beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the teacher of Douglas 
National School, Roll No. 12,875, District 
54, sent early in January an order for 
books to the Board’s stores, and has since 
got no reply ; and that the manager of 
the school, who wrote more than three 
weeks since, complaining of the matter, 
has not yet got a reply; and whether, 
seeing that on 19th February, a second 
order was sent from the same and no 


DOUGLAS 


reply has yet been sent, steps will be 


VOL. XC. 
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taken to place this department on a 
business-like footing. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: LI have called for 
a Report on this question ; but as I have 
not vet received it, I will ask the hon. 
Member to repeat the question to-morrow. 


ROXBORO ROAD SCHOOL, LIMERICK. 
Mr. JOYCE: I[ beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if his statement made recently 
in Dublin to the effeet that only one case 
was left unfinished by the Educational 
Endowments Commission was accurate ; 
and can he say what is the position of 
the Roxboro Road School at Limerick. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I stated correctly 
that the Judicial Commissioners arrived 
at the unanimous decision imposed by the 
Educational Endowments Act of 1885 in 
all but one case. This is so. In answer 
to the second paragraph the House has 
on two separate occasions disapproved of 
the schemes approved of by the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council. The 
powers of the Commissioners lapsed on 
the 31st December, 1897, and Mr. Gregg 
remains in occupation as a tenant from 
year to year. ‘There is now no power to 
frame a new scheme. 


Mr. JOYCE: I shall put a further 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
will do better to raise it on the Estimates. 
The matter can hardly be debated by way 
of question and answer. 


PARSONSTOWN AND PORTUMNA 
RAILWAY. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Lreland whether he is aware 
that on 29th March, 1897, the then Chief 
Secretary for Ireland stated in the House 
of Commons that if a responsible railway 
company, such as the Great Southern 
and Western Company, were got to 
restore the Parsonstown and Portumna 
Derelict Railway at a cost of £24,000, and 
maintain it when restored, the Govern- 
ment would be prepared to advance one- 
half this sum, £12,000, for that purpose ; 
and that an offer has been made by 
the International Railway Corporation, 
Limited, to spend £12,000 on restoring the 
line, and working and equipping it there- 
after; and will he accordingly carry out 


2T 
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the promise of his predecessor in office 
and accept the offer of the International 
Company. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am aware of the 
statement made by my predecessor on the 
date mentioned, In answer to the second 
paragraph, | must refer the hon. Member 
to my replies to previous questions of 
the 4th and 7th instant on the same 
subject.* 


Mr. ROCHE: Am 1] to understand the 
Government refuse the offer of the Inter- 
national Railway Corporation ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Treasury do 
not see their way to accept the proposils 
of the Corporation. 

IRISH LEAGUE MEETING 
AT BALLINALEE. 

Ms. J. P. FARRELL: | beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland will he explain by whose order 
County Inspector 21‘Dermott, with 
District Inspectors Rodwell and Millar, 
attended by 100 policemen armed with 
rifles, proceeded to Ballinalee on Sunday 
last to prevent the East Collumbkille fife 
and drum band from playing outside the 
League rooms in Ballinalee, in which the 
North Longford executive of the United 
Irish League was holding its monthly 
meeting ; Ishe aware that these policemen 
kept following the band up and down the 
village of Ballinalee, and refused to allow 
them to stand for a moment at any house ; 
can he explain what was the meaning of 
such conduct considering that the band 
distance merely to 
aware that no 


UNITED 


had come «a long 
exercise ; whether he i 
public meeting of any kind was intended 
or attempted, and no person or persons 
were boycotted or in any way interfered 
with in the neighbourhood ; and whether 
the County Inspector ordered this display 
contrary to the advice and wish of his 
subordinate officers » and will an inquiry 
be made into all the cireumstances of the 


case, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Fifty, not 100, 
police were assembled at Ballinalee on the 
occasion referred to: none of these men 
were armed with rifies. No attempt was 
made to prevent the two hands present 
from playing outside the place of meeting 
or from parading the streets. A few 
policeonly accompanied the bands through 


* See pages 392 and 824. 
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the village, which is the course adopted 
on all such occasions ; the greater number 
of the police were confined to barracks, 
The foree attended by the express order 
of Government in view of the fact that a 
large concourse of people was expected to 
be present and that proper precautions 
had to be taken. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Was any infor- 
mation sworn that would lead the 
Government to believe a breach of the 
peace was expected on that occasion ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. No in 
formation was sworn. The precautions 
taken were proper police precautions, 
which would be taken anywhere _ in 
Ireland or elsewhere when a large crowd 
was expected to assemble. 


Mr. FARRELL: Will the cost of this 
police display fall on the county ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot say with 
out notice, but I should say the mere 
concentration of police would not involve 
any charge. 


DUBLIN CITY HOSPITAL FOR 


DISEASES OF THE SKIN. 
Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 5.) 
[ heg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the faet that 
Dr. White, surgeon at the City Hospital 
tor Diseases of the Skin, Beresford Place, 
Dublin, tried to induce Mrs. M‘Ginley, a 
poor Roman Catholic widow, to enter the 
Protestant ward of the hospital of the 
South Dublin Union, whieh would hay 
meant the registration as Protestants of 
herself and her four orphan children ; 
whether he will institute an inquiry into 
the case ; and whether he will endeavour 
to ascertain whether there are in the 
Protestant ward of the South Dublin 
Union any Roman Catholics brought 
there by similar inducements. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The _ hospital 
referred to is not subject in any way t 
the jurisdiction of the Local Government 
Board, and that Department has no 
authority to institute an inquiry as sug: 
gested. The Guardians of the South 
Dublin Union are perfectly competent to 
make the inquiry suggested in the last 
paragraph, if they think it expedient te 
do so. 
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NEWTOWNSTEWART (TYRONE) 
POLICE BARRACKS. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) : 

to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


{11 Marcu 1901} 


| 


Ibeg W 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether complaints | 


from Newtownstewart, North Tyrone, 
have reached him to the effect that the 
police barrack there is occupied exclu- 
sively by the head constable and _ his 


grown-up family, thereby necessitating | 
the other members of the force to reside | 
and whether it is against | 


out of barracks ; 
the regulations of the force that the 
grown-up families of constables should 
live in barracks ; and, if so, will he be 
pleased to have such regulations put in 
force. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The right hon. 
Gentleman has, I think, been misinformed. 
The head constable has six children resid- 


ing with him in the barrack, and no 
breach of the regulations has been 


committed in this respect. The barrack 
is not exclusively occupied by the family 
of this officer, and no other members of 
the foree are obliged to live outside the 
barrack for the reason stated. 


Mr. HEMPHILL: As a matter of fact, 


is not the head constable the only officer 
residing in the barracks ¢ 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not gather 


that from the information I have received. 
Anyway there has been no breach of the 
regulations and therefore there is no need 
for interference. 


NEWTOWNSTEWART POLICE 

CONSTILTUTION. 
“Mr. HEMPHILL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that the three senior 
officers of the Royal Irish Constabulary 
stationed at Newtownstewart--namely , the 
headeonstable, the senior sergeant, snd one 
acting sergeant are P rotestants, although 
Newtownstewart is a place where bape 
disturbances are liable to occur: and 
whether he will take steps that ¢ one of 
the senior officers at least should be a 
Roman Catholic. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : The head constable 
and one of the two sergeants are Pro- 
testants ; the other sergeant is a Roman 
Catholic. There has been no disturbance 


FORCE 


of a party nature at Newtownstewart for 
several years past. 
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SHILLELAGH UNION INQUIRIES. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
Dr. Flinn, Local Government Board In- 


Questions. 


spector, who recently investigated the 
charges made by Dr. Bolster against 


Nurse Joyce, received from the nurse the 
names of witnesses who could give 
evidence in her defence ; and whether he 
summoned any of them to attend the 
Inquiry at Shillelagh; and, if so, how 
many, and were they examined by Dr. 
Flinn. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The inspector re- 
ceived a list of thirty-four witnesses from 
Nurse Joyce and of sixteen witnesses 
from Dr. Bolster. In both instances Dr. 
Flinn summoned only those witnesses 
whose evidence related directly to the 
subject matter of the Inquiry. Eight of 
the nurse’s witnesses were summoned, of 
whom seven were examined ; and nine of 
Dr. Bolster’s witnesses were summoned, 
of whom six were examined. Those not 
examined left the Inquiry before it was 
concluded, and no desire was expressed 
that they should be recalled and examined. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Is Dr. 
Flinn a legal expert as to whether 
evidence is material ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM : The others were 
only witnesses as to character. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 
On the Estimate for the Irish Local 


Government Board I shall call attention 
to the conduct of Dr. Flinn. 


SOUTH LEITRIM UNION, 
Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Local Government 
Board have received resolutions from the 
Leitrim County Council and Mohill 
District Council asking to have the unions 
in South Leitrim amalgamated with a 
view to using one of the workhouses used 
as an auxiliary asylum ; and whether, in 
consequence of this proposal, the Lord 
Lieutenant will withhold his sanction from 
the proposed loan of £40,000 for enlarging 
Sligo asylum, the chief cost of maintaining 
which falls on the ratepayers of Leitrim 
and Sligo. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : 


Chief 


The answer to the 


first paragraph is in the affirmative. The 
county councils of Sligo and Leitrim, the 
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two counties constituting the Asylum | 
District, have not yet sanctioned the pro- 
posed Joan of £40,000 for the enlarge- 
ment of the asylum, and until the pro- 
posal has been considered by them the 
question will not come before the Lord 
Lieutenant. 


WORKMEN'S HOUSES AT BOYLE. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether any steps 
have been taken to expedite the issuing 
of a loan of £1,800 to the Bovle Town 
Commissioners for the building of houses 
under the Housing of the Working 
Classes Acts, the Act for this purpose 
having heen passed last August, and the 
loan sanctioned by the Local Government 
Board. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Yes, Sir; special steps were taken to 
expedite the preparation of the deed of 
mortgage which was forwarded on the 
6th instant for execution by Boyle ‘Town 
Commissioners. An issue on account of 
the loan will be made immediately after 
the due execution of the deed. 


GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS IN IRE- 
LAND—FAIR WAGES CLAUSE. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg toask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he has seen a resolution, passed by the 
United Trades Council and Labour 
League of Dublin, which stated that much 
difficulty is experienced in obtaining 
particulars relating to Government con- 
tracts in [reland, and in identifying the 
persons entrusted therewith, and also 
that complaints have been made as_re- 
gards the carrying out of the Fair Wages 
Resolution ; and whether, in order to 
remove these difficulties, he would order 
that concise particulars of all Government 
contracts, together with the names of the 
persons whose tenders are accepted, be 
set out in the Lubour Gazette: that a 
penalty of not less than five per cent. on 
the amount of the tender be imposed on 
all contractors who tail to comply with the 
Fair Wages Resolution in executing the 
work: and that the names of all such 
contractors be published. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have received a copy of the resolution 
referred to. I am afraid it would he 
Imp ssible to arrange for the iD tblication 
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of particulars of all Government contracts 
in the Labour Gazette. A clause providing 
fora fine of the nature suggested has been 
included in certain recent contracts, but 
before extending it further I think it 
desirable to have some experience of its 
working. Up to the present time no 
case has arisen for imposing penalties 
under it. When such cases arise, I shall 


| have no objection to giving the particulars 


asked for. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that many complaints 
have been brought before this House of 
the way in which the contractors carry 
out the Fair Wages resolution ¢ Will the 
hon. Gentleman inquire further ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : If 
the hon. Member has 2 complaint to 
make about any particular contract, and 
will give me such details as will enable 
me to identify the case, I shall be happy 
to have it investigated, but | cannot set 
out on a roving commission on the 
general statement that there are 
complaints. 


REGISTRATION OF PATENTS IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 8.) : 1 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether the rules as to registration 
under the terms of the Patents, Designs, 
and Trade Marks Acts, 1883-1888, can 
he purchased in Ireland ; and, if so, will 
he state where they can be obtained. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. GrraLp  BALFovr, 
Leeds, Central): The rules of 1890 are 
included in the volume of Statutory 
Rules for that year, which may he 
obtained of Messrs. Hodges, Figgis, and 
Company, of 104, Grafton Street, Dublin, 
the agents of His Majesty’s Stationery 
Office for the sale of Statutory Rules. 
Since 1893 rules under the Patent, etc., 
Act have been treated as Statutory Rules, 
and as such may be purchased in separate 
form from Messrs. Hodges. ‘The Patent 
Agents’ Rules for 1899 were printed as a 
Parliamentary paper, and in that form 
may also be purchased in Dublin ot 
Messrs. Hodges. © When a reprint of the 


‘rules of 1890 is required they will le 


printed as Statutory Rules in separate 
form and put on sale in Lreland. 
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W177 Business of 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL— 
HOUSING SCHEMES. 

Dr. MACNAMARA : I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
having regard to the refusal of the Local 
(;overnment Board to accede to the plea 
of the London County Council that it 
may be permitted to spread the repay- 
ment of its housing sehemes loans over 
100 years, the said refusal being based on 
the fact that a previous Parliament has 
disagreed with the proposal, the Govern- 
ment will afford facilities for the present 
Parliament to express an opinion upon 

the matter. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 
cannot promise a day for the discussion 
which the hon. Member suggests. 


SWISS MILITARY SYSTEM. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government will appoint a 
Commission to inquire into and report 
upon the military system of Switzerland, 
such inquiry to be directed not only to the 
character, efficiency, and cost of the 
system, but also to its effects upon the 
industry, physique, and morals of the 
population. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
nuch would be gained by the Commission 
desired by my hon. friend. There is a 
great deal of information on the subject 
in the possession of the War Office at the 
present time. 


BUSINESS OF 'THE HOUSE. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): May I 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if 
he will not take Vote A of the Army 
Kstimates before Thursday, considering 
the importance of the statement made 
by the Secretary for War ! 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone. S.): 
Can the right hon. Gentleman state 
when he proposes to take the Report 
stage of the Vote on Account, and if any 
time will be permitted for its discussion ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer to 
the hon. Member for West Islington, | 
inust say that I do not quite follow the 
urgument involved in his question. 
There has been an interval since Friday 
night which has enabled the House and 
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the country to consider the important 
statement of my right hon. friend. 1 
hope, therefore, we shall proceed with the 
discussion as rapidly as possible. As 
regards the question of the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone, there are Army and 
Navy subjects of the first importance 
requiring to be discussed, and I, therefore, 
do not, at present, see any opportunity 
of taking the Report stage of the Vote 
on Account. 

Me. T. W. RUSSELL: Then it will 
not be taken to-night / 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): With regard to the 


discussion on the Army Estimates, will 


the right hon. Gentleman not agree to 
postpone getting the Speaker out of the 
Chair until to-morrow, at least, in order 
that we may have time for the full 
discussion of the statement? Let me 
point out—[Cries of ** Order !’*}—well, 
perhaps | had better put it in an interro- 
gative form in order to keep in order. 
Does the right hon. Gentleman appreciate 
the fact which is present to our m nds 
that there are two aspects of this question, 
the aspect of general policy and that ot 
detailed Could we not have 
the general policy discussed betore Mr. 
Speaker leaves the Chair, so as to leave 
us free for the consideration of details 
afterwards } 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If that were 
the general understanding on both sides 
of the House, | am of opinion that it 
would be a very convenient arrangement 
to abstain altogether from discussing 
details at this stage. and to deal with 
nothing but details at the later stage. 
I do not propose, however, to try to get 
Mr. Speaker out of the Chair until 
to-morrow, in any case. 


pe Niev i 


Sir JAMES JOICEY (Durham, Ches- 
ter-le-Street): May I ask whether, con- 
sidering the importance of the statement 
made by the Secretary for War, the 
right hon. Gentleman will, for the con- 
venience of the House. have the speech 
printed and cireulated / 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That has 


never been done, and | hope it never will 


be. 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | Civil Service Estimates. Can he give 


I wish to prevent any possibility of mis- | 


take, but does not the right hon. Gentle- 
man go a little too far when he says that 
at the later stage we are to speak on 
nothing but details ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course, | 


mean as far as possible. 


sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
[ hope there will be no misunderstanding. 
The right hon. Gentleman has no objec- 
tion, I take it, to our discussing the Army 


the Chair, it being understood the debate 
is not to be concluded to-night ? 


Sir JAMES JOICEY : There is a pre- 
cedent for what I asked the right hon. 
Gentleman. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
ehequer has printed and circulated his 
statement before now ! 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER — (Kent, 
Thanet): What is the business for Thurs- 
day t 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | thought the 
hon. Member for Chester-le-Street wanted 
the speech of my right hon. friend the 
Secretary for War laid as a Parliamentary 
paper in the same way as, I believe, in 
France. speeches which meet with the 
general favour in the French Chamber 
are printed and circulated. I do not 
think that that would be a happy pre- 
cedent to set. With regard to the 
business for Thursday, that, of course, 
depends on the progress made with the 
Army Estimates. Personally, 1 antici- 
pate that the discussion on those Esti- 
mates will continue on Thursday. 


sik JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): When are the Navy Estimates 
likely to be taken ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am atraid | 


cannot tell my hon. and gallant friend. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
With reference to the course of business. 
I wish to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
a question. He is probably aware that 
notice has been given of a motion of a 
very important character on the question 
that Mr. Speaker leave the Chair on 
going into Committee of Supply on the 


us any idea when he proposes to move 


|the Speaker out of the Chair on those 


| Estimates ? 


adequate notice. 


It will be essential to the 
convenience of a large number of Mem- 
bers interested that we should have 
Last year in a similar 
case the right hon. Gentleman was good 


enough to give us a week’s notice. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will do my 
very best to give notice. But I do not 


anticipate that, in any case, we shall 
| propose to move Mr. Speaker out of the 
Estimates to-night with Mr. Speaker in | 





Chair on the Civil Service Estimates 


before the 25th March. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Will it be 
before Easter 1? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It will be 
more convenient to get it done before 
Easter, but I cannot promise. 


Mr. TULLY: I have an Amendment 
on the Report of Supply closured last 
Tuesday. If it is not to be taken to- 
night. can the right hon. Gentleman say 
when it will be taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can only say 
it will not be taken to-night. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Stai- 
fordshire, Lichfield): Arising out of the 
discussion as to the way in which the 
Army Estimates are to be taken, is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that, when 
a similar arrangement was made on a 
former occasion, the Chairman of Com- 
mittees ruled out of order any debate on 
details, because some-of them had been 
mentioned in the discussion with Mr. 
Speaker in the Chair ? 

| No answer was given. | 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs): 
Cannot the right hon. Gentleman say 
when he proposes to take the Civil Ser- 
vice Supplementary Estimates ! 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
get an opportunity. 


As soon as | 


EAST INDIA LOAN (GREAT INDIAN 
PENINSULA RAILWAY DEBENTURES). 
Comuittee to consider of authorising 
the Secretary of State in Council of 














1180 


give 
move 
those 
0 the 
Mem- 
have 
toilar 


good 


oO my 
O not 
shall 
of the 
nates 


it be 


1 be 


fore 


ment 
| last 
n to- 
n say 


V Say 


Stal 
t the 
1 the 
Ss the 
when 
on da 
C'om- 
te on 
been 


Mr. 


rhis) : 
say 
Ser- 


as | 


AN 
. ES). 


ising 


ih sr 








1181 Civil 
India to raise money in the United 
Kingdom for paying off or redeeming 
Debentures of the Great Indian Penin- 


sula Railway Company on the Security | 


of the Revenues of India (King’s Recom- 


mendation signified), To-morrow. (The 
Chairman of Ways and Means.) 
CIVIL LIST. 
Copy presented, of Accounts and 


Estimates relating to the Civil List [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Paragraph in the King’s Speech re- 
specting the Civil List at the opening of 
Parliament, and His Majesty's Message 
of the fifth day of this instant March, 
read as follows :— 


“(rentlemen of the House of Commons, 


* The demise of the Crown renders it 
necessary that a renewed provision shall 
be made for the Civil List. 


reservedly at your disposal those here- | 


ditary revenues which were so placed by 


My predecessor ; and | have conmmanded | 


that the Papers necessary for a full eon- 


sideration of the subject shall be Jaid | 


before you.” 


“EpWARD R. 

* His Majesty being desirous of inaking 
competent provision for the honourable 
support and maintenance of His Son, 
the Duke of Cornwall and York, His 
Daughter-in-law. the Duchess of Corn- 
wall and York, and His Daughters. the 
Princess Louise. Duchess of Fife. the 
Princess Victoria. and Princess Charles 
of Denmark, and being further desirous 
that similar provision should be made for 
Her Majesty the Queen in the event of 
Her surviving Him, and for the Duchess 
of Cornwall and York in the event of 
Her surviving the Duke of Cornwall and 
York, recommends the consideration 
thereof to His Majesty's faithful Com- 
mons, and relies on their attachment 
to adopt such measures as may be suit- 
able to the occasion.” 


*THe CHANCELLOR or 
CHEQUER (Sir M. 


THE EX- 
Hicks Beacu, 


Bristol, W.): It will be unnecessary for 


me to take up the time of the House in 
explaining the reasons why it is ineum- 
bent on the House to take some action 
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jon the gracious Message from the 
!Throne which has just been read. I 
| will simply quote the provisions of the 
Civil List of 1837, passed on the accession 
of Her late Majesty, by which it was 
declared, in precise conformity with 
similar Acts of previous reigns, that 
the several hereditary revenues of the 
'Crown which had become payable to 
| Her late Majesty on her accession should 
be carried to the Consolidated Fund for 
her life. and that in lieu thereof a fixed 
revenue should be paid to Her Majesty 
called the Civ:] List, but that on and 
iafter her decease this arrangement 
-should end, and that the hereditary 
/revenues shouid be payable to her heirs 
-and successors—a period of six months, 
however, being allowed to elapse during 
which it would be possible for Parliament 
to make a tresh arrangement on this 
important matter. 

As the House isaware, Sir, His Majesty 
the King has, in precise conformity with 
| the course adopted by Queen Victoria. 

placed unreservedly at our disposal the 
hereditary revenues so paced by her ; and 
it is therefore necessary for us to consider 
afresh, as at the commencement of the 
previous reign, the provision of the 
Civil List for the Crown. The provision 
made by the Act of 1880 for the children 
of His Majesty. then the Prinee of Wales. 
lapses at the end of six months after the 
Victoria ; and there- 
fore we are also invited to deal with 
the position of the son and daughters 
of the King, which, in conformity with 
past practice, will be dealt with outside 
the Civil List. as well as the possibility 
that Her Majesty the Queen may survive 
His Majesty and the Duchess of Cornwall 
and York may survive the Duke of 
Cornwall and York. It is clear, I think, 
that Parliament must take some action 
in the present condition of affairs, and 
the only question it is necessary for me 
to bring before the House is the method 
of procedure we should adopt with 
regard to it. We have a series of pre- 
cedents, which, even if there were no 
reasons in its favour, [ think sufficiently 
dictate to us the course we should 
adopt. At the accession of William IV., 
and again at the accession of Her late 
Majesty, and lastly in 1889 on an analo- 
gous subject, the House of Commons 
decided to appoint a strong Seleet Com- 
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mittee to investigate the whole subject 
before any resolution was submitted to 
Parliament 

It is not my intention this evening 
to state to the House the _ pro- 
posals which, on the responsibility of 


the Government. will be’ made with 
regard to the new Civil List. Those 


proposals will be made in the first in- 
stance to the Select Committee. The 
Committee will also have before it papers 
which I shall lay on the Table to-night. 
giving a full account in every detail of 
the amount of the expenditure of the 
Civil List during Her late Majesty's 
reign, and also of the net hereditary 
revenues received by the nation for the 
same time ; and, further, the sums pay- 
able to the Sovereign and the Prince of 
Wales each year from the Duchy of 
Lancaster and the Duchy of Cornwall 
respectively. We shall produce to the 
Committee any further information bear- 
ing on this subject which they may 
desire ; and, furnished with that infor- 
mation, they will be in a position to 
examine our proposals with the scrutiny 
which such proposals properly require 
and to report to the House. Their 
report will, of course, contain not merely 
their conclusions, but the informa- 
tion with which they have been supplied. 
On that report we shall base resolutions 
which will be submitted to the House 
and form the foundation of the Bill. 1 
think it will be therefore, that 
there will be full and ample opportunity 
for the discussion of the subject in the 
House of Commons as the 
materials are placed hefore the House 
on which their conclusions can, 
properly be based. I trust that when 
that time comes there will not be any 
wide difference of opinion among us. 


seen, 


soon as 


alone 


Many subjects which in old times were 
matters of great controversy with regard 
to the Civil List have now disappeared. 
There were gross abuses on the Civil List 
in former days which have happily been 
removed ; and now, I think, there is a 
universal agreement in this—that the 
Civil List shall not contain anything 
but that which is necessary for the 
proper maintenance of the dignity and 
state of the Crown, and also of the 
households of their Majesties. And, 
Sir, we also stand in a favourable posi- 
tion in one other respect to which I must 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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briefly allude. In former reigns great 
and frequent applications were made to 
Parliament, after the Civil List had been 
fixed, for the payment of the debts of the 
Sovereign or of members of the Royal 
Family. Her late Majesty's Civil List 
was fixed sixty-four years ago ; and, Nir, 
although it is a small matter among all 
that our nation owes to our late Queen, 
yet it will not be improper for me to 
remind the House on this occasion that 
during all these years—and in spite of 
the fact that during the later years of 
her reign her expenditure was greater 
than the revenue which Parliament had 
provided—not one application was made 
by our late Queen to Parliament for 
anything in addition to the Civil List 
provided by Parliament. If we may 
look back to the past with satistaction— 
and it is a matter of no small importance 
as affecting the relations between the 
Crown, Parliament. and the people—I 
think we may also look to the future 
with confidence. His present Majesty 
has for many years occupied an excep- 
tional position. For more than a 
generation he has, as Prince of Wales, 
from circumstances whieh will be fresh 
in our minds, had to perform to an 
exceptional extent the duties of Royalty, 
and that necessarily devolved upon him 
exceptioual expenditure as compared 
with that which would be ordinarily 
required from the Heir-Apparent to the 
Crown. His annuity from Parliament 
was fixed more than thirty years ago; 

and that annuity, with the revenues of 
the Duchy, forming together an income 
not large when compared with the in 

comes of not a few private individuals 
among us, has proved sufficient for his 
present Majesty to perform all the 
exceptional duties to which [ have re 
ferred in a manner for which he ts 
entitled to the gratitude of the country, 
and to deal with all those who were in 
any way dependent upon him in a spirit 
of generous consideration for their com- 
fort and welfare which been an 
example tothe nation at large. Therefore, 
though when the time comesfor us to 
settle the precise terms of the fresh 
bargain, so to speak, which we have now 
to make with the Crown, there may be 
differences of opinion as to the sum which 
has to be provided, yet we may all agree 
in this—that the liberality of Parliament 
will not be abused. 


has 
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There is another matter on which 


we may all agree, and that is the 


principle which should govern our 
action. The basis of our proposals 
will necessarily be the Civil List of 
her late Majesty, with such variations 
as the altered circumstances and the 
experience of more than sixty years may 
show to be necessary. Among these 


altered circumstances the most important | 


is that his present Majesty is blessed with 
a Queen Consort who, ever since she 
first came amoag us from her northern 
home, has charmed the hearts of the 
people, and who is pre-eminently possessed 
of all those qualifications that ean 
most adorn the social centre of the 
Empire. We shall remember, too, I 
think, with one accord that our King 
isnot only King of the United Kingdom, 
but the head of a world-wide Empire. 
There may still be among us different 
theoretical opinions as to the best form of 
government ; but surely none will deny 
that there never was a time when the 
constitutional monarchy was more uni- 
versally popular in the Empire than the 
present, or that it is incumbent, as a 
matter of honour, upon the people to 
provide adequately for the dignity of 
the head of the State. And yet, Sir, | 
believe we shall all be agreed that this 
ought to be done without extravagance ; 
lor there is something in the quiet 
temper of our people which. though 
all of them would desire a splendid Court. 
would yet be entirely out of harmony 
with extravagant waste and mere sense- 
less or useless display. Sir, we shall 
endeavour to make our proposals in 
that spirit—in a spirit of justice to the 
Crown on the one side, and to the people 
on the other; and I believe that, if they 
re found to be so framed, the taxpayers 
of this country will not grudge in the 
smallest degree to provide adequately 
and properly for the dignity and the 
honour of a Monarch who has 
always personally popular among. us. 
and who, by his every aet and word 
since his accession has shown his desire 
and his capacity worthily to tread in the 
footsteps of the best and most beloved 
(Yueen that has ever reigned -in this 
realm. I beg to move. 


“ 


been 


Motion made, and Question proposed. 
* That a Select Committee be appointed 
to consider so much of His Majesty's | 
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Speech to both Houses at the opening 
of Parliament as relates to the Civil List 
and His Majesty’s Most Gracious Message 
of the 5th March relating to Grants to 
Her Majesty the Queen and Members of 
His Majesty's Family.”-—(Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer.) 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The course which 
the right hon. Gentleman suggests for 
the approval of the House is in accordance 
with the best recent precedents, and is 
recommended by a consideration for the 
dignity and convenience as well as for 
the interests of the House and of the 
country. I shall therefore say no more 
than that I beg to second the motion. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
who had the following Amendment on 
the Paper— 

“That this House declines to take any steps 
in connection with the Civil List until His 
Majesty’s Government announce their inten- 
tion of introducing legislation to alter the 
declaration made by the Sovereign on ascend- 
ing the T'hrone, such declaration being grossly 
ottensive to His Majesty’s Catholic subjects,” 
said: As the members of the Irish party 
in this House decline to appoint any of 
their number to serve on this Committee, 
contrary to the practice in reference 
to the appolntinent of Committees in 
this House, [ think it would be well 
that I should have the opportunity of 
explaining shortly to the House why 
they take up that attitude. I confess, 
Sir, for my part, it is a matter of regret 
that upon an oceasion such as this we 
have been forced by the rules of order 
to bring up the question which is in 
my mind, but we have had no other 
course open tous. It was utterly impos- 
sible for us to be party to the appointment 
of this Committee, or to take any steps 
in connection with the Civil List, until 
we had some assurance that the declara- 
tion which was taken by the Sovereign 
on ascending the Throne, and which by, 


[ think, universal admission is of a 
character grossly offensive to many 


millions of the subjects of this Empire, 
and to some hundreds of millions of 
Catholies throughout the world, was to 
be made the subject of review and amend- 
ment on the part of the Government. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Amendment 
which the hon. and learned Gentleman 
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has placed upon the Paper will not be in 
order ; and it follows that any observa- 
tions addressed to the question whether 
the declaration made by His Majesty 
under statute ought or ought not to 
be repealed by Parliament will also be 
irrelevant and out of order. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I bow at 
once to your ruling, but I am sure you 
will not think I am guilty of any dis- 
respect to you when I say that I deeply 
regret that that ruling puts me in the posi- 
tion of having to offer opposition to the 
appointment of this Committee without 
being able to state the reasons. It may 
seem to some people a blind opposition. 
Of course, if the Government are in a 
position to announce any change of atti- 
tude on the question I have alluded to, 
the situation will be altered. I have 
seen a statement in the newspapers that 
such is the intention of His Majesty’s 
Government. If they are in a position 
to make such an announcement, of course 
the difficulties with which I find myself 
faced will, to a very large extent, dis- 
appear, but failing the obtaining of 
a declaration of the character I have 
indicated from the Government, and as 
by the rules of order my mouth is shut 
from giving my reasons for the opposition, 
I can only fall back on opposition itself ; 
and | beg to say that at every stage in 
regard to the appointment of the Com- 
mittee, and every step taken in connee- 
tion with the Civil List. I will offer a 
Vigorous opposition, unless we obtain 
justice in this matter. 


Tue FIRST LORD or THe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BAaLrour, Manchester. 
E.): I understand, Nir. trom your 
ruling that it would be out of order 
to discuss the question ot the Oath 
which has been taken by His Majesty 
according to statute, and which, of 
course, will not require to be taken 
again, even if the law remains unaltered, 
during the present reign. While it 
would be out of order to discuss that on 
the present motion, the hon. Gentleman 
has put to me a question as to the atti- 
tude of the Government. I do not know 
whether I am not going beyond, perhaps, 
what is usual in this House in referring 
to proceedings in the other House. 
But it is a fact, | understand, that the 


Mr. Speuker. 
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| Prime Minister is to be asked in the other 

House whether the Government have 
any objection to appoint a Committee to 
inquire into the question of the Oath. 
So far as the Government are concerned 
no opposition to that Committee will be 
offered. 
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Mr. JOHN What 


of Committee ! 


REDMOND: sort 


J. BALFOUR: A Committee 
tJ] events. Peers of the hon. 


Mr. A. 


on which. : 


Gentleman s tath will be fully repre- 
sented. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Does the 


right hon. (rentleman mean a Comunittee 


ot Peers « hy 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: So far as I am 
concerned | see no objection to a joint 
Committee. We shall offer no opposition 
if that is the desire. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Then. Sir, 
in consequenee of that statement I desire 
to sav that while the Lrish party will not 
take any part in serving on this Com- 
mittee. and while we will not vote for it, 
under the «ircumstances we will abstain 
from voting «gainst the appointment of 
the Commattee, 
the right. when the main question comes 
up for disetssion on the Report of this 
Committee, to take what action we feel 
inclined te take, having. as we then will 
have, in « possession full information 
as to the proceedings of the Cominiittee. 


and reserve to ourselves 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): The (hanecellor of the Exchequer, 
in submitting this motion to the House, 
has justified it, among other reasons, on 
the ground that it is necessary to investi 
role subject. The motion as 

not permit ot the whole 
subject being investigated, and it will 
not enable the whole of the facts of th 
ease to be pleced before the:country. | 
will move to add the tollowing words to 
the resolution as printed on the Paper: 
* And to prepare a Report to be pre- 
sented to this House showing in detail 
every item: of expenditure, including 
salaries, paid trom: public funds towards 
the support and maintenance of the 
Royal Finily.” 1 submit that motion 


gate the wi! 
framed wil! 
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jor this reason chiefly—the Civil List does 
not, and does not pretend to, exhaust the 
expenditure upon the maintenance and 
support of the Royal Family. Even so 
astute an investigator as the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean had to contess himself puzzled 
in seeking to trace all the items which 
might properly be placed under the head 
of Royal expenditure. It may be, as 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer said, 
that there are differences of opinion as to 
the form the Head of the State should 
assume, but I think there will be no 


difference of opinion as to the desirability | 


of presenting to the nation an honest and 
straightforward statement of the cost 
of maintaining the Head of the State, 
under whatever name he may _ be. 
When the proper moment arrives I 
will have something to say concern- 
ing the Crown lands alleged to be 
given in exchange for the Civil List. 
lmay at this stage point out, in reply 
to the statement frequently made, that 
the late Civil List was the lowest ever 
paid to any Sovereign in this country, 
that such is not the case. The first 
Civil List framed—for William II1.—pro- 
vided that £700,000 should be set 
apart for the purposes of the Civil List ; 
but Members. in comparing with that 
the £385,000 of the late Civil List, must 
not overlook the tact that, with the 
exception of the expenditure upon the 
Army and Navy, the £700,000 voted 
to William IIT. covered the entire cost of 


the civil government of the country. It , 


Was a sum voted not merely for the 
maintenance of Royalty, but, as its name 
inplies, to cover the entire cost of the 
various departments of the civil adminis- 
tration. At the present time, anyone 
desirous of ascertaining the cost of the 
support and maintenance of the Royal 
Family has to search through the Civil 
List. annuities, pensions. salaries, ex- 
penditure upon yachts. and expenditure 
upon Royal trips, and various items 
which it is almost impossible to trace at 
all. For this reason I beg to submit the 
Amendment which | have read, its object 
being to secure a full and frank statement 
ot account, which shall be presented to 
the nation, and without which this House 
is not in a position to settle the Civil List 
When the question comes before it. I 
beg to move. 


{11 Marcu 1901} 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) formally seconded the Amendment. 





Amendment proposed 


“At the end of the Question, to add the 
words ‘and to prepare a Report for presenta- 
tion to this House showing in detail every 
item of expenditure from public funds towards 
the support and maintenance of the Royal 
Family. ”—(Ur. Keir Hardic.) 


Question proposed, ** That those words 
be there added.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I am not 
sure that | entirely appreciate what the 
hon. Member desires by adding these 
words to the motion, but I ean assure 
him of this, that it is our inten- 
tion to afford the fullest informa- 
tion to the Committee which any Meimn- 
ber of it may desire on this subject. | 
happen to know, from a question asked 
by the hon. Member for Northampton 
of my right hon. friend near me, that 
his attention has been directed to what 
I understand to be the desire of the 
hon. Member. And as the hon. Member 
for Northampton is proposed to be a 
member of the Committee, I have no 
doubt he will request the information 
in Committee. I trust, therefore, it will 
not be necessury to press this Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I understand 
that the desire expressed in the motion 
is already covered by the terms of the 
resolution. I have no desire to put the 
House to the trouble of a division, and 
if I am to understand from the right 
hon. Gentleman that the terms of the 
resolution ure already wide enough to 
cover the object | have expressed, I will 
withdraw my Amendment. 


*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH : Of course. 
I cannot be absolutely certain that the 
hon. Member will be satisfied. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original (Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That a Select Committee be 
appointed to consider so much of His 
Majesty's Speech to both Houses at the 
opening of Parliament as relates to the 
Civil List, and His Majesty’s Most 








Civil 
relating to Grants to Her Majesty the 
(Jueen and Members of His Majesty’s 
Family. 
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Ordered, That the several Papers pre- 
sented this day relating to the Civil List 
he referred to the Committee. 


Ordered, That the Committee do con- 
sist of Twenty-one Members. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Mr. A. J. Balfour be a member 
of the said Committee.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Per- 
sonally I have no objection whatever 
to the First Lord of the Treasury being 
a member of this Committee, as he pro- 
bably is one of the persons most fitted to 
serve thereon, but I take this oppor- 
tunity of saying that in my opinion the 
appointment of the right hon. Gentle- 
ian to serve on a Committee to deal 
with the expenditure of large sums of 
money every year is at the present time 
not appropriate, seeing that there are 
millions and millions of His Majesty’s 
subjects dying of famine in India, and 
nothing is being done by the Government 
for them. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) : 


| think we might have some sort of 
explanation from the Leader of the 


House as to the lines upon which he 
has proceeded in the composition of this 
Committee. It is usual in Select Com- 
mittees—although this, of course, is not 
a party question—that the Government 
should havea majority of one. It seems to 
me that the Committee ought to represent, 
more than it does, the different countries. 
This is practically an English Committee. 
member, Wales has no 
and Scotland has two 
whom is the Leader of 
Seotland, at all events, 


Ireland has one 
member at all, 
members, one of 
the Opposition. 


ought to be better represented, as the’ 


right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Stirling Burghs is on the Committee 
in his official capacity as Leader of the 
Opposition, so that we have only one 
unofficial member to represent the whole 
of Scotland. It seems to me that the 
Grovernment should not be as well repre- 
sented as they are, and I will even say 
that the Front Opposition Bench should 
not be so well represented. I do not 


Sir VW. Hicks Beach. 


{COMMONS} 
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wish to divide against the right hon. 
Gentleman’s name being included, but 
I do desire to protest against the com- 
position of the Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope the 
hon. Member will not go away with the 
impression that any unusual machinery 
has been used in the appointment of 
We have followed the 
ordinary practice. The Government do 
not appoint the Committee. It is ap- 
pointed by machinery with which the 


this Committee. 


hon. Gentleman is thoroughly — ae 
quainted. The majority of Welsh Mem- 


bers sit on the other side of the House, 
and their interests should be looked 
after by right hon. Gentlemen opposite. 


*Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) : The 
right hon. Gentleman has said nothing 
about Scotland. I rose for the purpose 
of opposing my hon. friend on the ground 
that the right hon. Gentleman is a most 
admirable Scotland, 
although he has the misfortune to be 
an English Member. But I do think 
Scotland has not well treated in 
this matter, and that the Committee of 
Selection might have thought fit to pro- 
pose some other Member trom the country 
to which | have the honour to belong. 


representative of 


been 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES 
District): As the First Lord of the Trea 
sury has referred to the fact that the 
Welsh Members have made no complaint 


(Swansea 


about the Coniposition ~ this Com- 
mittee——- 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not 


Say SO. 
Mr. BRYNMOR JONES : I think so. 


BALFOUR: What I said 


House knows, we on 


Mr. A. J. 
was that. as the 
this side ol the House do not interfere 
with the selection of Members on the 
other side. The majority of Welsh 
Members are on that side of the House, 
and therefore their interests, if they 
have been neglected, which I do not at 
all admit, should have been looked after 
by gentlemen sitting on that side of the 
House, not on this. 
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Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: That is 
exactly the fact I was leading up to. The 
Welsh Members are satisfied, because my 
right hon. friend the Member for West 
Monmouth and my hon. friend the 
Member for North Monmouth are to be 
Members of the Committee, and they 
look upon that as an admission that 
Monmouthshire is in future to be re- 
garded as a part of Wales. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Will 
this be a private Committee, and will a 
record be kept U 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The ordinary 
record will be kept, but the proceedings 
will, of course, be of a private nature. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Motion made, and Question, “ That | 
Mr. Bartley, Sir John Brunner, Sir 


Henry Campbell-Bannerman, Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, Sir Frederick 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir William Hart-Dyke, 


Sir Henry Fowler, Sir William Har-| 
court be other Members of the said 
Committee,” put. and agreed to. 


{11 Marcu 1901} 





| 
| 





List. 1194 

Motion made, and Question proposed. 
‘That Sir Samuel Hoare be one other 
Member of the said Committee.” 


Mr. DALZLEL: | need scarcely 
that | have no pe srsonal objection to the 
hon. Gentleman whose name is now pro- 
posed. Under ordinary circumstances 
he would be a most excellent member 
of the Committee. The right hon. 
Gentleman represents an English con- 
stituency, and my sole object in opposing 
his selection is to move the insertion of 
the name of the hon. Member for Ber- 
wickshire as representing Scotland. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
cannot move the insertion of a name. 
Names cannot be moved without notice. 


Say 


| 


| r . rir 
| Mr. DALZIEL: Then I beg to move 
|the Omission, 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
|need not move the omission. He can 
| negative the motion. 

Question put. 
The House divided : ~Aves, 300 : Noes. 


25. (Division List No. 52.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex.F. Brooktield. Colonel Montagu Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

foal . 
Agg-Gardner, James ‘Tynte grown, Alex. H. (Shropshire Cust, Henry John C. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Brunner. Sir John Tomlinson Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Allen, harlesP(Gloue. Stroud 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright. Jolin Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh ©. 
Ashmead- Bartlett. Sir Ellis Causton, 
Ashton, Thomas Gair Cavendish, R. 
AsquitJ. Rt. HnHerbertHenry — ( 
Atkinson. Rt. Hon. John ( 
Bagot, tt Joceline FitzRoy  ¢ 
Bailey, James (Walworth) ( 
Bain, ¢ ‘alonel James Robert ( 
Baird, John Geo, Alexander ( 
Baldwin, yy ( 
Balfour, - “1 Hn. .(Manelrr)) C 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 


Bryce, Rt. 


‘ecil, 


‘haplin, Re. 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. rm W, ( Leeds) 
Severe, \: ‘rederie :k George 

Barry, SirFrauci-T.( Windsor) 
Bartley, (reorge C. i 5 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beach, Rt. Hon. W. W. B( Hants 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 


‘oddington, 
‘oghill, 
ohen, 
Collings. Rr. 


Colston, Chas. 


Beckett, Ernest William Cook, Frederick 
Bigwood, James Corbett, A. 

Blundell, Colonel Henry Corbett, T. I 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffit')- Cox, 

Joulnois, Edinund Craig, Robert Hunter 
Bowles, Capt. H.F.( Middlesex) © Cranborne, 


Cremer, 
Cripps, ( 
Cross. H. 


Bowles, 1. Gibson( King’s L ona 
> Arthur G. 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. 


> 
Bra nd 
John 








‘ochrane, Hon. 
Sir William 
Douglas Harry 
Jenjamin L ~ 
Hon. 
Colomb, Sir J. ¢ ‘harles Ready 


Hon. 
Burdett-Coutts, 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 

Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Richard 


‘avendish, V.C 
‘ecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
‘hamberlain. Rt. Hon J.( Birm. 
se tag moagy J. 
Hon. 
‘hapman, Edward 
harrington, Spencer 
‘hurchill, Winston Spencer 


Cameron (Glase w 
(Down. 
Irwin Edward Bainbridge 


Viscount 

William Randal 
‘harles 
Shepherd 


James Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
W. Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dewar, TR(T’rHmlets.St. Geo. 
Diekson, Charles Seott 
Dimsdale, SirJosephCockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord, SirWilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dunean, James H. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Dyke, Rt. HonSirWilliam Hart 
Edwards, Frank 

Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot. Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Ellis, Joun Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn Sird(Mane’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Haves 
Fison, Frederiek William 
Fitzroy. Hon. Edward A, 
Flannery, Sir Fortesene 


Knight 
F. (N. Lanes.) 
W.(Derbysh. ) 


Austen( Wore. 
Heury 


Thos. H. A. E 


Jesse 


kK. H. Athole 


Lueas 


North) 


Alfred 


(Bolton) 














1195 Civil 


Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster, Sir Walter( Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vieary(St. Albans 
Gladstone. RtHn. HerlhertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gireene, Sir E. W.(Buryst. Ed. 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gunter, Colonel 

Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marqgof(L’nd’nderry 
Hareourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hardie, J. kK. (Merthyr Tydvil 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne.Rt. Hon. Charles Seale 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hoare. Ed. Brodie( Hampstead) 
Hobhouse.C. FE. H. (Bristo!,E. ) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J. F(Sheftield, Brig ‘litside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Hy. 


Hoult, Joseph 

Howard.J.( Midd. , Tottenham ) 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Je rey s. Arthur Frederick 


Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, David Brynmor( Sw iis a 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway,ht. Hon.SirJolnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney.Col. W.(Salop 
Kimber, Henry 


Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Sinyth 
Knowles, Lees 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lambton. Hon. Fred. Win. 


Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. Ed. H. 
Lee,Capt. AH( Hants, Fareham 
Legee, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leighton, Stanley 

Leng, Sir John 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Black, Alexander William 


Brown, GeorgeM.( Edinburgh) | 
| Elihank, Master of 


Caine, William Sproston 
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Levy, Maurice 

Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. (Evesham) 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol.S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. James( Kent) 
Lowther, RtHnJ W(Cum. Penr 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas, Reginald J.(Portsm’th) 
Macartney, Kt. Hn. WGEllison 
Macdona, “John Cumming 
M: aconochie, A. 
M-Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M Iver,SirLew is( Edinburgh W 
M‘kKenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Maleolm, Ian 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mather, William 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH E( Wigton 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
(Y Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, so Chas. M.( Durham) 
Palmer, Geo. Win. (Reading) 
Palmes, Walter (Salisbury) 
lease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
i. rks, Robert William 

Philipps, John Wyntord 
Pi ‘kard, Benjamin 
Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Franeis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert Jolin 
Pryee-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Ri — Major Frederic ( 


Leveson-Gower, 


Carne 


ieid, James (Greenock) 
NOES, 
Caldwell, James 


John William 
. Hon. Sir Charles 


Crombie, 


Dilke. Rt 
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Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 


Ritchie, Rt. Hon. RS Thomson 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
topner, Colonel Robert 

a Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, . James 

toyds, C —— Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Edw.J 
Scott,Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton(Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shipm: un, Dr. John G. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair,Capt. John (Foriarsh. 
Smith, —— es East) 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares. Ernest JJ. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn. CR( Northants 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stevenson, Francis 5. 
Strachey, Edward 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester 
Talbot, Rt. HnJ.G.(Oxf'd Univ 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas, J A(Glamorgantower 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warner. Thos. ¢ ourtenay T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Jn. Catheart (Orkney 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J (Halifax) 
Williams,Osimond ( Merioneth) 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Bim 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, Fred W.( Norfolk, 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh. N 
Wodehouse, Hn. —* Essex 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. tion? George 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Mid) 


Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
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Lewis, John Herbert 


{11 Mat 


| Sullivan, Donal 


Morton, Edw. J.C.( Devonport) Tennant, Harold John 


Pirie, Duncan V. 
Reid, ‘Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Scott, Charles P. (Leigh) 


Wallace, Robert 
| Weir, James Galloway | Mr. 
| Whiteley, G. (Y 
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Yoxall, James Henry 
| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Dalziel and Mr. 


ork, W. R.) =| Eugene Wason. 





shaw, Thomas (Haw ick B. ) 


Ordered, That Mr. 
other Member of the 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
James Kitson be one 


‘That Sir 


Member of the Committee.”- 


rollor of the E reher ner.) 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE said 
move the omission of the name 
James Kitson. In the ev 
name being omitted he 


name of the hon. 


Jaekson be 


Comittee. 


wished to give the 
notice that he would move to insert the 
Member for Battersea. 


| Whittaker, Thomas sb Bost 


one ing classes 


knew of no one who better 


and he 
represented 


the Committee, 


the working classes than his hon. col- 


other sea. He 
(Wr. Chan- 


league and triend the Member for Batter- 
understood 
Kitson had been nominated for the Com- 
mittee by the Opposition. 


that Sir James 


He was sur- 


prised that the Opposition in nominating 


he rose to 
of Sir 
this as the hon. 


hon. 


ent of 


He thought that it would be universally 


accepted by the House that 
he one direct representative of 


Acland-Hood.Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Armold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alex cander 
As hme ad-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Asquith, R ag HerbertHenry 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Jain, Colone! James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A..P.( Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt Hn.Gerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, ag France et (Windsor) 
Bartley. George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hou. ‘Alle nBenjamin 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beach, Rt Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W. B.( Hants. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beckett, — William 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, ( ‘olonel Henry 
Boscawen. Arthur Griftith- 
Boulnois, Ecimund 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Bowles, T.Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
nator boi Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh. 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt Hon, James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Burns, John 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 





re should 


the work- 17. 


AYES. 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendisn, V.C.W. ae sh.) 
Cec], Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil. Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chainberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,.J. Austen( Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapmar., Edwaril 
Charrington, Spe neer 
Churebill, Winston Spencer 
(Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, ~— L. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. 
( ‘olomb, Sir John Chas. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A.-Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust. Henry John ©. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chathm 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh) 
Dewar, TR(T’rH mlets,8. Geo. 
Dickson. Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir Jos. Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, SirFd. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Jesse 
Ready 
Athole 


Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir Wm. 


Theodore 


The House divided 
(Division List No. 53.) 


Members of the Committee should have 

overlooked such representatives of labour 

Member for Battersea and 

Member for 

whom they owed so much. 
Question put. 


Normanton, to 


:-—Ayes, 507 ; Noes, 


Dunn, Sir Willian 
Durnine-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Kt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Edwards, Frank 
Egerton, Hon. A 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Ellis, John Edward 
Evans, Sir FrancisH.(Maidst. ) 
Fardeil, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fergusson. Rt. Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 
Fink: ay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Hison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Garlit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. vices (St, Albans) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.( Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj. E. (‘T’r H’mlets) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
oe uy, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W alfordl Wednesbury 
Greene, SirEW (BrySEdu’nds 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. 
Gunter, Colonel 
Hain, Edward 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG( Mid’x. 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’ nd’ nd’rry 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wim. 


. de Tatton 


Ronald 
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Hardy, Laurence( k’nt, Ashf'rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leic ester 
Harris, FLeverton(Tynemouth 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. ‘ laude George 
Hay ne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie (Hampstd. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, F. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Hope, J. F.(Sheflield,Brightsd. 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William. 
Houldsworth, Sir William H. 
Hoult, ere 

Howard, - here Tottenham) 
Hozier, in. James H. Cecil 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert) Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones,DavidB rvnmor(Swansea 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway. Rt. Hn. SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hn. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney.Col. W Salop) 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambert, George 

Lambton. Hon. Frederick W. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wim. E. H. 
Lee,Capt. AH( Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneaye 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leighton, Stanley 

Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. BR. 
Long, Col. Chas. W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol. 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. (Kent 
Lucas, Col Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lueas,ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. WG Ellison 
Macdona. er” umining 
Maconoe thie, 

M:Arthur, ¢ Feet (Liverpool 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
MI ver, SirLewis( Edinb h.W.) 
M:Kenna, Reginald 


Fred N.S. 


Allen,Chas. P. (Gloue. Stroud 

vt re “ge rgeM.( Edinburgh) 
‘aldwell, James 

Tovies , Alfred (Carmarthen) 


Elibank, Master of 
(crant. 
Jacoby, 


Corrie 


James Alfred 
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M‘Laren, oe jenjamin 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, lan 

roe ge Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mather, William 
Maxwell, Rt. HnsSirH E( Wigt’n 
Maxwell. W..J. H.(Dumfriessh. 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. John Wm. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Vietor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 
Moore, bg (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnAGraham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Palmer, George W. (Reading) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbert P.( Darlington) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wy ntord 
Pilkington. Richard 

Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Hieggins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Renshaw. Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles 'T. 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. 1, 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Col. Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 


Round, James 


Edward 


NOES, 


Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Morton, — J.C.( Devonport) 
Murphy, 

Pic beet] Benj: iumin 

Russell, T. W 
Shipman, Dr. 


: re | 
sinitu, 


John G. 
S:unnel (lint 
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Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford. 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E. J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Since lair, Capt.John (Forfarsh, 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks, 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares. Ernest JJ. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR(N’rthants. 
Stanley, Edward.Jas.(Somerse; 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stroyan. John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
T albot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf' dUni. 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen.E. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Valencia, Viscount 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, — (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warner, T homas CourtenayT. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, KE. (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE( Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. Jolin Lloyd 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, Geo. (York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, H. ( \shton-u.-Lyne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker. Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond( Merioneth 
Williams, RtHnJ. Powell-( Bir. 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, Jolin (Glasvow) 
Wilson, J. W.( Worcestersh.N. 
W odehouse, Hn. Armine( Essex 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. 7 Stuart- 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


Young, Commander( Berks,E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Tennant, Harold Jolin 
Thomas, 4 \(Glamorg n,Gower 


Yoxall, James Henr y 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. Keir Hardie and Mr. 
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Ordered, That Mr. Labouchere, Mr. 
Macartney. Mr. M‘Kenna, Mr. Mildmay. 
Mr. Renshaw, Mr. W. F. D. Smith. Mr. 
Stevenson, Mr. Warr, and Mr. Wharton 
be other Members of the Committee. 


Ordered, That Five be the quorum. 
(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (REPORTS 
OF MONEY COMMITTEES). 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I beg now to 
move the Sessional Order which stands 
inmy name. This is a Sessional Order 
which has been in force for many years 
in the House, and for the last six years 
it has been immediately passed without 
discussion or division. It is a necessary 
rule in eases in which special arrange- 
ments have to be made. The effect of 
it will be, not to increase the twenty- 
three days allotted to Supply, including 
Report of Supply, but to extend the 
length of time that will be available for 
the discussions by exempting them from 
the operation of the Twelve o'clock Rule. 
It has worked well in the past under 
different Administrations and under dif- 
ferent conditions. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Proceedings on the Reports 
of the Committees of Supply and Ways and 
Means and other Committees authorising 
the expenditure of public money may 
be entered upon at any hour though 
opposed, and shall not be interrupted 
under the provisions of any Standing 
Order regulating the Sittings of the 
House, except of Standing Order No. 5 
—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe) said that this was another 
of the rather numerous interferences by 
the Leader of the House with the Stand- 
ing Orders. The House had only been 
sitting some twenty days, and there had 
already been five motions by the right 
hon. Gentleman interfering with or 
suspending the Standing Orders. He 
appreciated all that the right hon. 
Gentleman had said in regard to the 
motion having been passed more or less 
without discussion during the last six 
years. The right hon. Gentleman 
spoke of the Twelve o'clock Rule, 
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but really there was no such rule. 
He remembered very well when they 
were discussing the Standing Order that 
the right hon. the Member for Wolver- 
hampton pointed out what would happen, 
namely, that the House would accept 
the Standing Order as meaning an 
adjournment at twelve o'clock, and that 
that would produce inconvenience so far 
as urgent business was concerned. The 
prediction of the right hon. Gentleman 
had been amply fulfilled. They had put 
into the hands of any one of the 670 
Members the possibility and power of 
stopping all business after twelve o'clock. 
Of course the Government found that 
that was a state of things that they 
could not put up with for a moment ; 
and the Amendment was to take away 
from the individual Member the power 
of stopping business at twelve o clock. 
They could all understand that the right 
hon. Gentleman moved the Amendment 
in the interest of a certain class of business 
which must be got through by the 31st 
March. This was an altogether excep- 
tional session. Everybody knew that 
finance would dominate this session, 
and possibly the next, to the exclusion 
of everything else. They would have to 
deal with the most extraordinary and 
unparalleled demands on the part of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, on the 


| purse of the taxpayer, and every other 


subject would practically be set aside. 
The Report of Supply was one of the 
opportunities of criticising the Adminis- 
tration. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This motion, 


’}if | might interrupt the hon. Member, 
|is to increase and not to diminish the 


amount of time given by the Government. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS said he had noticed 
there fell from the Chair the other 
afternoon at question time an intima- 
tion that certain matters ought to 
be dealt with in Supply rather than 
by question and answer. Now, by 
the motion it was suggested that 
these discussions should go on through 


the small hours of the morning. The 


right hon. Gentleman said he was 


‘increasing the time for discussion, but 
iif so he was doing so after midnight, and 


there were other wavs of doing it with- 
out such a course. 


2U 


any 
a, 
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Mr. A. J. 
I did not make it quite clear when | 
spoke just now, but I think I can make 
it so. In the session there are only 
twenty-three days for Supply. including 
Report of Supply. Those twenty-three 
days, if you commence Supply at four 
oelock, only contain eight hours each 
between that time and twelve o'clock. 
If you pass this rule the hours of those 
twenty-three days will be increased, 
which is a pure gain to the House for 
discussion and criticism of the Govern- 
ment. 

*Mr. JOHN ELLIS said that when in 


Opposition the Leader of the House once 
declared this very motion to bea consider- 


Reports of 


able interference with the ancient 
privileges of Supply, and so it was. 
He acknowledged the need of the 
resolution up to Easter, and with 


that object he moved an Amendment 
limiting the application of the motion 
* until Easter.” 


Dr. FARQUHARSON — (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) formally seconded the Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment proposed— 


* After the first word ‘ That, to insert the 
words ‘ until Easter.’ —(.Vr. John Ellis.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘until Easter’ be there inserted.” 


Mr.J AMES LOWTHER (Kent, Thanet} 
said he viewed with some jealousy any 
attempt to override the letter and spirit 
of what was known as the Twelve o'clock 
Rule, and the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the House, owing to the force of 
circumstances, had been a very great 
offender in this respect. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that by the House sitting 
until two or three in the morning it 
would derive two or three hours benefit 
for the discussion of financial business. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, no: the 
House, in the one case, will have twenty- 
three days for the discussion of Supply. 
If you do not pass this rule you will have 
no more, but if the rule is passed the 
hours of those days will be increased. 
JAMES LOWTHER 


Mr. said the 


right hon. Gentleman appeared to think | 





{COMMONS} 
BALFOUR: I am afraid‘ 
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he was conferring a benefit on the House 


by allowing it to sit up tothe small hours 
of the morning. He did not think so. 
His main object, however, in rising was to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman to give an 
assurance similar to that which had been 
extracted from him on former occasions. 
that Supply, excluding the Report, should 
should not be continued after twelve 
o'clock. What everyone desired was to 
make it clear that twelve o'clock was the 
hour when opposed business came to a con- 
clusion in the House. Financial business 
ought not to be restricted, but at the same 
time it was not necessary that it should 
be contracted. Sitting to these late 
hours was contrary to the principles of 
conducting business in the House, and 
the constant suspension of the ‘Twelve 
o'clock Rule was really becoming a erying 
evil, and one which every Member ought 
to vote against. F 


Mr. T. M. HEALY strongly supported 
the Amendment. He assumed that the 
Civil List Committee would be one of the 
“other Committees authorising the ex- 
penditure of public money.” and it would 
be an extraordinary thing if the House 
was to continue to discuss every matter 
arising out of that Comittee after 
midnight. The Government ought to 
give an undertaking that all Civil List 


matters, which necessarily were of 
great importance, should not be brought 
under this rule. One reason which 


inclined him strongly to support the 
Amendment was that only three days 
was allowed for the discussion of Irish 
Supply, and, owing to the procedure 
last week, a great many Lrish Estimates 
had not been discussed, and the only 
opportunity left was upon Report of 
Supply; but in the last two sessions not 
an Trish Member was allowed to open 
his mouth upon the subject. They 
were not allowed to discuss, for instance, 
the way in which the Royal [Irish Con- 
stabulary was conducted. Let the House 
consider what it would mean if hon. 
Members were not allowed to discuss 
the Navy and the Army. Yet the Irish 
were not allowed to discuss the Royal 
Irish Constabulary, which was a_ sign 
of British rule in Ireland. In former 
times the Government always put down 
Report of Supply at a reasonable hour ; 
the present resolution was an attempt 
on the part of the Government to com- 
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mence discussion on Report of Supply 
after twelve o'clock. Members did not 
realise how many Irish items were 
undiscussed by this procedure. ‘The 
result of the system was that owing 
to the way Irish Supply was put down, 
the whole twenty-three days was ex- 
hausted without any discussion taking 
place upon it, and the whole of Irish 
Supply upon Report stage was dealt 
with after twelve o'clock, which meant 
that Irish Members had no opportunity 
of criticising this expenditure. He com- 
plained of the way in which their oppor- 
tunities were curtailed, and thought 
that if they were to be curtailed in the 
future as they had been in the past, 
and were being now, it would be cheaper 
and easier to exclude the Irish Members 
altogether. That was a motion he would 
heartily support, because it was a mockery 
to bring Members over from Ireland to 
discuss Irish matters, and give them no 
opportunity for doing so except at 
irregular times, in an irregular manner, 
which must give in the end irregular 
results. If the Government were not 
prepared to accept the Amendment, they 
should give some explanation for not 
doing so. In his opinion they had 
reached the limit of taxation, and the 
motion was to. stifle discussion. The 
result was that the House was losing all 
control over money matters, and had 
to abide by the decision of Ministers. 
One occasionally — noticed _ protests 
against monarchy, but monarchy was 


tolerable compared with oligarchy, and | 
he did not know whether if there were | 


British Republic, with Lord Salisbury 
as its first President, the country would 
be much better off than under Edward 


VII. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis), 
said that the right hon. Gentleman had 
presented the resolution to the House 
as a perfectly harmless, innocuous, and, 
indeed, profitable resolution. So far as 
the House of Commons was concerned, 
he had pointed out that there were only 
twenty-three days tor Supply, including 
the Report stage, and that whatever on 
the last of those twenty-three days had 


not heen diseussed would be guillotined | 
ought not to ask them to give up the 


ind taken as reported. That might be 
true, but there were two other matters 


connected with the resolution which | 
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the right hon. Gentleman had _ not 
touched upon. The resolution proposed 
to give to Parliament hours for discus- 
son which Parliament had excluded as 
| being improper. There was also a 
Committee authorising the expenditure 
of public money which had nothing to 
do with Supply—the Ways and Means 
Committee. The Civil List Committee 
_ was one of those which this session would 
be included in the term * other Com- 
}mittees authorising the expenditure of 
| public money.” Surely that was not a 
| matter that should be treated in this 
|way. He did not anticipate any diffi- 
culty in that matter, but, of coursel 
ithere were many stages to go through. 
| First of all there was the Select Com- 
| mittee and then there was the Com- 
'mittee of the House. It was a matter 
of absolutely the first importance, and 
no opportunity ought to be lightly given 
,away by the House of Commons for its 
‘discussion according to the ancient rules 
of the House. Not only had the Civil 
List to be fully and adequately discussed 
in the Committee of the whole House, 
but the Report should also be taken at 
an hour which would show proper re- 
spect for the Sovereign. The Govern- 
ment had already taken away the immr- 
morial right of moving Amendments on 
going into Committee of Ways and 
Means. Last Monday, when they were 
entering upon the course of shutting 
down one after another the safety valves 
of the House, he warned them that they 
would have an explosion, and on Tuesday 
the explosion came. The Government 
were now proposing to shut another 
safety valve. The Report of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means would this 
year have an importance which it had 
never had before in that House. It was 
in the Committee of Ways and Means 
that the Budget would be moved. It 
ever there was an occasion on which 
the House ought still to jealously pre- 
serve the right of discussing financial 
questions surely it was this vear. — He 
did not know what new taxes— perhaps 
protective taxes, which were favoured 
by his right hon. friend the Member for 
Isle of Thanet—were to be proposed. — He 
really thought the Leader of the House 


Money Committees. 


opportunity for discussing at proper 
hours the Report of the Committee on 


2U 2 
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Ways and Means. As to the Amend- 
ment before the House, he did not care 
twopence about it. It was not a ques- 
tion of applying the motion before or 
after Easter. He looked at this matter 
as it affected the facilities afforded to 
private and unofficial Members to do 
their duty to their constituents. 
deeply deplored the successive shutting 
down of all these safety valves, and he 
regretted+ that the Government had 
found it necessary to propose this motion. 


{COMMONS} 


He | 
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*Mr. SPEAKER said the Amendment 
before the House was limited entirely to 
the operation ot the Twelve o'clock Rule 


Money Committees. 


before Easter. 


Mr. BLAKE said he was pursuing 


the course pursued by the hon. Members 


for North Louth and King’s Lynn. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said the hon. Gentle- 
man was now discussing the main ques- 
tion. Of course it would be in order to 
discuss that afterwards, but he thought 
they had better dispose of the question 





Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 


right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 


the Treasury had treated 


as if it had nothing to do with anything 
but the Committee of Supply. 


Allan, William (Gateshead ) 
Allen, Chas. P.(Glouce.,Stroud) | 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, | 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Jeaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M.(Edinbargh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Hs viland- 

Barns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill,Patrick Geo. Hamilton | 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmartinen) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Kt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 3 
Dunean, James H. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidstn’e 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. | 
Furness, Sir Christopher “‘ 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 


| Hammond, John 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 
| Nolan,Col.John P.(Galway,N. | 


| O'Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
' O’Brien,Kendal(‘lipperaryMd | 


S.) said the | 


this motion 
254. 


AYES. 


Grant, Corrie 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Heline, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 


| Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. ) 


Holland, William Henry 


| Jacoby, James Alfred 


Joicey, Sir James 


| Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 


Jones, Wim. (Carnarvonshire) 


| Jordan, Jeremiah 


Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 


| Levy, Maurice 
| Lewis, John Herbert 


Lloyd-George, David 


| Lowther, Rt. Hn. Jas. (Kent) 
| MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 

| M‘Dermott, Patrick 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 


| M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 


Markham, Arthur Basil 


| Mather, William 


Mellor, Rt. Hn. John Willian 
Mooney, John J. | 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.( Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, J. 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William | 


The House divided : 
(Division List No. 54.) 


before the House first. 


(Juestion put. 


Ayes, 151; Noes, 


O’Brien, Patrick (Ki kenny) 
0’Connor, James(Wicklow,W, 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


| O'Donnell. John (Mayo, 5.) 


O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
0’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

0’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon,N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, SirCharlesM (Durham 
Palmer, George W m. (Reading) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamia 

Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid,SirR. Threshie( Dumfries) 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr Jolin G. 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gow'r 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John L. (Leeds, *.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 





Dew: 
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Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth | 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. , 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Asquith, Rt.Hn HerbertHenry | 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. Jolin 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John Geo. Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manelr1 
Kalfour, Rt. Hon.G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Maj.K.1.(Christeh’h) | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir FrancisT.(Windsor ) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beach, Rt. Hon. W. W.B.(Hants 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundeil, Col. Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.(Middles»x ) 
Bowles, T. Gibson(King’sLynn | 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Col. Montagu 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Bull, Williain James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. ) 
Ceeil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore'r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. .\. 2. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Tear 


Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dewar,T. R.(T’rH’mletsS.Geo. 
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Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Hon. A. (Essex) | 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) | 
Yoxall, James Henry | 


NOES. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir J. Cockfield 


| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
| Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D. 


Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. HonSirWilliam Hart 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sird(Mane’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Haves 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, HnA.G. H.(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Gladstone. Rt Hn. Herbert J. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E( Elgin Nairn 
Gordon,Maj. E.- (T’rHamlets) 
Gorst, Rt. hax. SirJohn Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene,SirEW(BryS Ednrnds 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gunter, Colonel 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nderry 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf'rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (‘Tynem’th 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hermon- Hodge, RobertTrotte’ 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie (Hampsd. 


| Hobhouse, Hy. (Somerset, E. ) 


Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Herner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J.(Mid,, Tottenham) 
Hoz‘er, Hon. James Hy. Cecil 
Jefireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Cap. Herbert Merton 


| Johnston, Willi#m (Belfast) 


Kennaway,Rt.Hn.SirJobn H. | 
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| "TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Mr. John Ellis and Dr. 
Farquharson. 


Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (salop 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, CaptAH.(Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long,Col. Charles W .(Evesham 
Long, RtHnWalter(Bristol,s. ) 
Lousdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsm’th) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Altred 
Mazartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( EdinburghW 
Majendie, James A. H 
Malcolm, lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E( Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W..J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndhain ( Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury ) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Penn, John 

Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-iliggins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyiman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
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Pym, C. Guy 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas.Thomson | 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
found, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
tussell, T. W. 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- | 
Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse) | 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E. J. 
Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone, W. | 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Seton-Karr, Henry 


Reports of 
Sinclair, Louis 
Smith, Abel H.( 
Spencer, Rt. Hn 


Stanley, Lord ( 


Sturt, Hon. Hu 
Talbot, Lord E 


Thornton, Pere 


Mr. BLAKE said the proposal of the 
right hon. Gentleman was absolutely | 
inadequate. It had been proved to 
demonstration that twenty-three days 
were absolutely inadequate for the 
orderly discussion of these matters, and | 
as there was not time to discuss them in 
that period, they were told that they 





{COMMONS} 


| Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
| Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh. 


Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
.CR(Northants 
Spencer, Ernest (W. Bromwich 
Stanley ,Edward.Jas.(Somerset 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 

. (Chichester) 

Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Uni. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 
' Tufnell, Col. Edward 
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Valentia, Viscount 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Webb, Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE( Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, J. W.( Worcestersh. N, 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young,Commander( Berks, E. ) 


(Romford) 
Hertford, East) 


Lanes. ) 


mphrey Napier 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr, 
Anstruther. 


y M. 


able that it should, to a certain extent be 
amended. In 1837, when the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer of the day moved the 
appointment of a Committee on the 
Civil List, he stated to the House what 
the proposals of the Government would 
be. He contended that the House 
would not have a full opportunity of 





must find hours after midnight to carry 
on the business. 
that the Votes in Supply this session 


would probably be of unexampled extent, 
and in many respects would be special 
They had to remember 
that the discussion on the Report was of 
repre- 
sented the sober second thought of the 


and peculiar. 
a very important character. It 


House. It was unfortunate in such 
a session that a motion should be pro- 
posed requiring that the discussion 
should take place at untimely and un- 
seemly hours, for that was practically 
whatit meant. It was a proposal that 
the discussion should take place at a 
time when it was practically impossible 
that it could be effective. The situation 
of the country with reference to Ways 
and Means was of the most serious charac- 
ter. They knew the extent of the ex- 
penditure, but they did not know in the 
slightest degree the methods by which 
it was to be met, and to say beforehand 
that the discussion on the Report of the 
Committee on Ways and Means was to 
be taken at two, three, or four in the 
morning, was much more serious this 
session than it would be when ordinary 
Budgets were presented. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said he was opposed entirely to the new 
rule. 


If it was to be pressed it was desir- 


They had to remember 





| discussing the Bill if they were obliged 
|to take it at two or three o'clock in the 
| morning, as business was done in a very 
| perfunctory fashion at that hour. He 
therefore moved to omit the words “ and 
of other Committees authorising the ex- 
penditure of public money.” 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) in seconding the Amendment 
considered that in a session which was 
to be practically a financial session, the 
opportunities of criticising the expen- 
diture of public money, instead of being 
limited should be increased. There were 
to be a war bill of practically £90,000,000, 
an enormous increase in the normal 
expenditure upon the Army, a con- 
siderable increase of the expenditure 
upon the Navy, and a Budget Bill almost 
unparalleled in the financial history of 
the country. Two things characterised 
the management of public affairs by the 
present Government : firstly, the enor- 
mous inerease in public expenditure ; 
and, secondly, the greatly diminished op- 
| portunities for discussing that expendi 
(ture. Hardly a session had passed since 
| their accession to office but the First Lord 





had set up some new precedent for limit- 


ing discussion ; and no Leader had ever 
dared so much to crib, cabin, and confine 
the House of Commons in the exercise of 
its primary function and duty. It was 
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absurd to say that matters could be dis- 
cussed after 12 o'clock. Such discussion 
was really no discussion at all, as it 
was absolutely ineffective in calling public 
attention to the questions considered. 
The First Lord was nullifying the effect 
of his favourite weapon, as on the one 
hand he applied the closure, and on the 
ither he advised the House to discuss 
questions after 12 o’clock. After mid- 
night the House was not in full command 
of its temper or faeuities, and to press 
important business after that hour was 
imply to provoke a repetition of the 
wenes recently experienced. The First 
Lord did not gain wisdom from experi- 
ence, but was insisting on perpetuating 
that state of things which had been 
condemned by one of the most dis- 
graceful scenes the House of Commons 
or any other House had ever witnessed. 


Reports of 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 3, to leave out the words ‘and 
other Committees authorising the expenditure 
of public money.’ ”--(Mr. Labouchere.) 


(Question proposed, ‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
(Juestion.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. Mem- 
ber has ranged over a great variety of 
topics, and concluded with some obsei va- 
tions with regard to the curtailment of 
discussion on expenditure. [ do not 
know what discussion of expenditure the 
hon. Gentleman had in his mind when he 
used that argument. I have already 
pointed out to the House that so far as 
the ordinary opportunities of discussing 
expenditure are concerned the rule as it 
stands is in addition to those advantages, 
and not in limitation of them. The hon. 
Gentleman's observation therefore seemed 
tobesingularly wide of the mark. But all 
that isapart from the eriticism of the hon. 
Member for South Longford and that of 
the hon. Member who moved the Amend- 
ment. Those hon. Members were not 
dealing with criticism of Supply or on 
Report of Supply. The hon. Member for 
South Longford was concerned as to the 
Report stage generally of all Money Bills, 
and the hon. Member for Northampton 
was distinctly concerned, as I understood 
him, about the Civil List. What invasion 


of the privileges of Members does this ru e 
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carry with it? We are not discussing 
Committee of Supply; we are taking 
those Committees in which a Bill is intro- 
duced. Take the Civil List. What oppor- 
tunities will the House have with or 
without this Amendment of discussing 
the Civil List ? The Bill will have to be 
introduced in a Money Committee : 
that Committee will no doubt stand 
first Order of the Day, and will be open 
to the full discussion which such a posi- 
tion gives. The Report of that Money 
Committee may be taken after twelve 
o'clock, and my hon. friend the Member 
for King’s Lynn appeared to think that 
that was an invasion of the ancient 
privileges and practice of this House. 
But under the old conditions everything 
could be discussed after twelve o'clock, 
and so far as this motion of mine has any 
effect at all on the procedure of the House 
it is reverting to the ancient practice 
of discussing the Report stage of these 
Committees after twelve o'clock. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: There was 
no closure then. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What. rela- 
tion has that to my argument! My 
argument is that this Amendment of 
mine, instead of diminishing oppor- 


tunities of discussion, is restoring to the 
House the old opportunities of which I 


am accused of robbing them. The 
Budget has been referred to. The 
fon] 


Budget will be introduced in Committee 
of Ways and Means. It will be discussed 
in Committee of Ways and Means, then 
on the Report of that Committee, then 
on the Second Reading of the Budget 
Bill, then in Committee, then, if there 
is any alteration, on Report, and finally 
on Third Reading. There are thus 
five stages upon which the Budget can 
be discussed, and all the present resolu- 
tion does is to say that one of those stages 
may be taken after twelve o'clock. This 
is the invasion of anc‘ent privileges which 
has provoked the philippics of the hon. 
Gentleman opposite! It appears to me 
that the course we are taking is one emi- 
nently for the convenience of the House, 
and I trust it will, without further dis- 
cussion, be agreed to. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork. 
_ practical effect of the 


N.) believed the 
resolution would 
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BALFOUR: It would be 


Money Commattees. 


Mr. A. J. 


Experience had proved that all work done closured. 


after midnight was practically useless. 
The provincial, and especially the Irish 
press, could have no report of the pro- 
ceedings. and millions of money might 
be voted without the public knowledge. 
If any encouragement were needed to 
resist the motion it was supplied by the 
Vote of £17.000.000 which was closured 
a few nights previously without anything 
like adequate discussion. In the present 
session, above all others, opportunities 
for full discussion were needed, but no 
Minister had ever done more to limit 
those opportunities or to curtail the 
liberties of debate than the right hon. 
Gentleman the present Leader of the 
House. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) said 
he should always support the rights of 
private Members, but it was a pity to 
fight over a matter which was really 
in no way a deprivation. It was absurd 
to talk about the loss of ancient  privi- 
When he first entered the House 
the discussion on Supply and Report 
was practically all carried on after twelve 
o clock, whereas now there were twenty- 


leges. 


three days for Supply, and the Estimates | 


had never been discussed so well as since 
the introduction of the present system. 
He thought it was a tactical mistake to 
closure the Vote on Account on the 
preceding Tuesday, but the fact remained 
that if the Government had allowed 
another night to the discussion it would 
simply have meant a day less for the 
remaining Estimates, so that it was really 
to the advantage, rather than the re- 
verse, of private Members. On ocea- 
sions there was an advantage in being 
able to speak on Votes of Supply after 
twelve o'clock, and without doubt such 
a power as this did enable the Govern- 
ment to carry on its business in the face 
of determined opposition which some- 
times existed. 


Mr. DALZIEL could not follow the 
argument that this resolution would 
confer extra time for discussing Supply. 
If the resolution was not passed the 
Report of Supply would have to be 


| House a little too far. 


Mr. DALZIEL would much rather 
have the closure and no discussion than 
the farce of a discussion after twelve 
o'clock. It was amazing to hear the 
First Lord talking as if he would like to 
go back to the ancient times before the 
Twelve o'clock Rule was passed. The 
very worst thing the House could do 
would be to encourage such a course in 
any but the most exceptional circum- 
stances. If in such a_ session the 
present this resolution was to be passed, 
why did not the right hon. Gentleman 
have the courage of what appeared to 
be his opinion, and suspend the Twelve 
o'clock Rule altogether? It was no 
good the House deluding itself with the 
idea that it was sitting under the Twelve 
o'clock Rule if day after day it had to 
look at its Order Paper to see whether 
there was any Report of Supply to be 
taken which might occupy several 
hours after midnight. Seeing that only 
one item of the Vote on Account closured 
a few nights before had been discussed, 
it was almost certain there would be a 
very late, if not an all-night, sitting on 
the Report stage of that Vote. The right 
hon. Gentleman was really working the 
A most important 


as 


| discussion with regard to the Civil List 


might take place after midnight. There 
would be a Select Committee ; the 
Select Committee would make a Report ; 


in order to carry out that Report a Bill 


would be required ; that Bill could only 
be brought before the House on a resolu- 
tion in Committee of Ways and Means; 
and the Report on that would come 
after twelve o'clock. In view of the 
character of the business before the 
House this session, and the enormous 
demands already made, he considered 
a case had not been made out for the 
resolution. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool. 


|Scotland) rather envied the light heart 


dealt with before twelve o'clock. and | 


consequently in Government time. 


Mr. Flynn. 


with which the Leader of the House 
calmly proposed that they should go 
back to the struggles and hours which 
obtained in the sessions between 188 
and 1887, but if those conditions were 
to be renewed he believed that many 
Members would before long find the 
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preservation of their health to be incon- 


sistent with their remaining Members of | reported in the press ! 


the House. If this rule was passed, 
Members would begin seriously to discuss 
between midnight and two or three 
o'clock in the morning questions they 
had been unable to debate at other 
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the question, or of having the debates 
The hon. Member 
strongly protested against the resolution, 
and warned the House that, if carried, 
it would mean a return to the bad old 
time when Members considered them- 
selves very lucky if they were able to get 


periods of the session, with the result | to bed between four and five o'clock in 
that Ministers and officials of the House, the morning. 


and perhaps, under existing circum- 
stances, the police also, would be com- 
pelled once more to return to the bad 
habits which he thought the House had 
given up for ever. It was impossible 
that complicated diplomacy and _ in- 
tricate negotiation could be satisfactorily 
carried on by Ministers who came to 
their offices jaded and weary after a late 
sitting in the House. The right hon. 
Gentleman was a strong supporter of 
the principles of the Monarchy, but 
could anything be more calculated to 
prejudice the repute of the Monarchy in 
this country than that a proposal with 


| 
| 
| 
| 


° | 
regard to the revenues of the Crown | 
should be brought forward in the small | 


hours of the morning, when there was 


no reasonable opportunity for discussing | 161. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.) said 
that the First Lord of the Treasury 
stated that his motion would give them 
additional time, but it would be illegiti- 
mate time, when their minds and bodies 
were jaded. He protested against being 
compelled to sit in the House up to such 
untimely hours of the morning. The 
ancient usage to which the right hon. 
Gentleman had referred was repealed on 
account of its oppressiveness, and now 
the First Lord of the Treasury wished to 
retain not only this ancient usage but 
the closure as well. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 253 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 55.) 


AYES. 








Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte | 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt.Josceli: e FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander | 
Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred | 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J (Mancelir | 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W( Leeds | 
Balfour, Maj. K.R.(Christeheh | 
Banbury, Frederick George | 
Bartley, George C. I’, | 
Rathurst, Hon. Allen B. | 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol | 
Beach, Rt. Hon.W W.B.(Hants 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinek, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

slundell, Col. Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Col. Montagu 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 





Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 


| Coghill, Douglas Harry 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


| Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 

Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 

Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 

Dewar,T. R(T’r H’ miets,S Geo. 

| Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

| Dickson- Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale. Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 

| Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D. 

' Dorington, Sir John Edward 





Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, SirWilliamTheodore 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fenmuannn tallied .(Mane’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,SirRobertPenrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Gordon,Hn.J. E(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. E.-(T’rHamlets) 


| Gorst, Re. Hon. SirJohn Eldon 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesb’ry 
Greene, SirEW(B rySEdm’nds 
Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Colonel 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 


| Hain, Edward 


{ 


Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG( Middx 
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Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashfr'd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F Leverton( Tynemouth 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hermon- Hodge, Robert Trotte 
Higeinbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstd) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J F. (Shettield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,J.(Midd.,'Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 
Lee.Capt. AH( Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long,Col. Charles W( Evesham 
Long, Rt Hon Walter( Bristol,S) 
Lowe, rancis William 
Lueas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttleton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M'‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 


Reports of 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Gloue. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 


Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry | 


Atherley-Jones, L. 
Barlow, John Eminott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth ©. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, ‘Shomas Dolling 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhur-t, Henry 
Brown,GeorgeM.(Edinburgh ) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Kt. Hon. James 
Surke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
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Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E(Wigt’n | Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 


Maxwell, W.J H( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 


| 


Round, James 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | Russell, T. W. 
Middlemore,J’hnThrogmorton | 


Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim. N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptf rd 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnA.Grahan/( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lieut.-Col. Edw. 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
Kemnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, LionM. W.(Staly bridge 
Ritehie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir John FL. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
topner, Colonel Robert 


NOES. 


Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cogan, Denis JJ. 

Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vanghan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar John A.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donglas. Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duity, William J. 

Dunean, James H. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 


Sackville, Col. $5. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry 5. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunder-on, Rt Hn. Col. Edw..J, 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F.D.(Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest( W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stroyan, Jolin 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. JG(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JohnCatheart (Orkney 
Webb,Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Whiteley, H( Asht’n und. Lyne 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,.J.W. (Worcestersh. N. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B. Stnart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander( Berks, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Ans ruther. 


Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,Sir Francis H (Maidstone 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
I french, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert Jn. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 

Hareourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
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Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. ) 
Holland, William Henry 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Win. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyee, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leny, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowther, Rt. Hn. Jas. (Kent) 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, Wm. (Cornwall) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, William 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. John Wm. 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmartken) 
Morton, Ed. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, J. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) moved an) to 
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Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipper'ry Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
©’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor. T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

(’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer,GeorgeW m. (Reading) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Picktord, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert Jolin 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E (Waterford) 
edmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R. ‘Threshie (Dumfr. 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
toche, John 
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Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinciair, Capt. John(Forfarsh. ) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHnC. R.( Northin’ts. 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen,E.) 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgaz,Gow’r 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, ThomasCourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


Money Committees. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Labouchere and Mr. 
Dalziel. 


Vote on Account of 





Amendment to leave out the Report of 
Supply of 5th March from the opera- 
tion of the motion before the House. 
He believed he was correct in stating 
that there was no precedent for the 
moving of the closure upon a Vote 
amounting to £17,000,000 after one 
night's debate. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member cannot discuss at this point 
the application of the closure. 


Mr. TULLY said he was striving to 
give his reasons. and one was that this 
Vote of £17,.000,000—-—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is not entitled to go into 
that question. 


Mr. TULLY said they wished to 
discuss the Report of Supply of the 5th 
ot March at a reasonable hour, so that 
they could have a full and frank dis- 
cussion upon all the different items. He 
thought that under the circumstances 
the First Lord of the Treasury might 
agree to exempt this particular Vote. 
He thought it was entirely unprecedented 


£17,000,000———- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must not enter upon that 
subject. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: We cannot hear 
your words, Mr. Speaker, owing to the 
disorder on the other side. 


Amendment proposed——- 
“In line 3, to insert, after the word ‘ Money,’ 


the words ‘ excepting the Report of Supply of 
jth Mareh.’”—(Ur. Lully.) 


(Juestion proposed, * That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon 
mouthshire, W.): | have generally voted 
with the Government on this rule in 
reference to Report of Supply and 
Report of Ways and Means. | voted 
against them on the last motion. That 
was a separate matter, and it was only 
used in the year 1896. 1 thought there 
was a great deal of force in the objection 
taken to the Civil List. I think what 
the hon. Member has just asked for 


L think 


might reasonably be granted. 
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that one night’s discussion on such a 
large matter, involving so much money 
and so many subjects as that Vote of 
Account, is not sufficient. It is not a 
question of an ordinary Vote in Supply, 
and it is rather misleading to call it a 
Vote in Supply. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has said that, after all, if there is to 
be another day granted to this Vote it 
must come out of the private Members’ 
time. That is quite true, but I think it 
is a very reasonable solution, and it is not 
asking the Government to sacrifice any 
Government time, to grant what the 
hon. Member has asked for. It would 
come out of the time allotted to Supply, 
and I think it would be a good way of 
dealing with this question. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I fear there 
is still a certain amount of misconception 
in the House in regard to this matter. | 
have already endeavoured to remove 
it, but once again I will try to explain. 
The hon. Member who moved the Amend- 
ment said he did so on the gro nd that 
two millions of the amount of the Vote 
on Account was for Irish purposes in 
which Irish Members were interested, 
which he thought should be discussed, 
and he thought the proper place to dis- 
cuss it was on the Vote on Account. 
But the right hon. Gentleman, 
general grounds, expressed an opinion 


on | 


that more time should be given to the, 


Vote on Account. So far as the Govern- 
ment are concerned, it matters not a 
farthing whether the whole of the twenty- 
three days are devoted to discussion of 
Kstimates in the form of Votes on Ac- 
count or in the specifie form of separate 
Votes. It is a more convenient  pro- 
ceeding to discuss Votes by arrangement 
when you know what the Votes are, than 
in the loose and uncertain fashion which 
is inevitable if they are discussed on 
the Voteon Account. I quite grant that 
hon. Gentlemen opposite have a natural 
and legitimate desire to discuss both the 
Irish Local Government Board and the 
Irish Constabulary Votes, but the only 
question is whether it would not be more 
convenient to discuss them on the Irish 
Estimates on a day fixed beforehand 
when these Votes would be put down 
first. I would point out to the right hon. 
Gentleman that his legitimate desire to 
discuss these Votes might not be fulfilled 
Sir William Harcourt. 
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if I followed the course he suggests ; 
for, suppose the Report of the Vote on 
Account were put down as the first 
Order next Friday, those Votes might 
never be reached. It is in the power of 
the Government to print the Votes in 
what order they like—following a prac- 
tice which, I admit, is unusual, but which 
is I think, convenient, and which was 
adopted to facilitate discussion—and 
therefore | made an appeal, through the 
proper channel, to the Leader of the 
Opposition to know what Votes he 
desired to come on first. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Did the 
right hon. Gentleman make any com- 
munication to the Irish party in settling 


| the order of the Votes ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir: | 


did not. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The right 


|hon. Gentleman has boasted over and 


over again, if | may use the expression, 
that in settling the order of Votes he has 
taken care to consult the convenience 


of Members in all quarters of the House ; 


and it has been the practice to consult 
the representatives of the Irish party. 
But on this oceasion he neglected to do so. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: In deciding 
in what order the Votes on the Irish 
Estimates should come up on the day 
fixed for these Estimates, the wishes of 
the Irish Members are supreme. I have 
always admitted that ; but in regard to 


‘the Vote on Account. the Government 


have to consider the wishes of the Oppo- 
sition as a whole, and not a_ particular 
section of it. Now, what I come to is 
this: having, to the best of my ability, 
put down the Votes in the order which 
| thought was most convenient, it is 
impossible that that order can be altered 
on the Report stage. If the Vote on 
Account was put down first on Friday 
night. it would not prevent any Member 
ot the House from raising points on an 
earlier Vote than those in which the 
hon. Gentleman is interested; and we 
should be as far off from the Votes for 
the Irish Local Government Board and 
the Irish Constabulary as on Tuesday 
last. Therefore, if it were the view of 
the Opposition that more time should 
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be given to the Irish Local Government 
Board Vote at the expense of other Votes, 


the Government are quite ready to, 
We have no desire | 


accede to that wish. 
t» burke discussion on that Vote or any 
o-her Vote; but the convenient method 
for arriving at it, is not to put down the 
Vote on Aecount, but to fix a day con- 
venient to the Irish Members for the dis- 
eussion of the Irish Estimates. I regard 
it as almost an essential part of the new 
Supply rule that the greater part of the 
time should be devoted to specific Votes 
and the smallest portion of time to vague 
discussions of Votes on Account. If the 
Opposition prefer a broad, loose. and 
mixed discussion to precise, specific, and 
fixed discussion, | think they are wrong : 
but it is not for the Government to com- 
plain, as the total amount of time taken 
from the Government resources is not 
increased. But I do beg hon. Gentle- 
men to understand, if they want the 
Estimates to be properly discussed, that 
the proper way to arrive at it is not by 
promiscuous debate on Votes on Account. 
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ever be considered on Votes on Account. 
It was due to his colleagues for him to 
say that their demand for discussion was 
reasonable in view of the decision recently 
| given by the Irish Court of Appeal in 
| regard to the action of the Local Govern- 
ment Board—a decision which affected 
not merely their Imperial relations with 
Ireland as taxpayers, but the local rela- 
tions as ratepayers. That decision in- 
volved tens of thousands of pounds to the 
county councils and local bodies, and the 
Irish Members had been expecting some 
discussion upon it, though evidently 
that was not to be allowed. Why, there - 
fore, were the Irish Members brougl t 
here at all, if they were never to le 
allowed to say a word on the expend - 
ture of seventeen millions of money! 
He did not suppose that the right hon. 
Gentleman took so much interest in 
Irish subjects as he did when he occupied 
an Irish office, but he was sure if the 
right hon. Gentleman was aware of the 
intense interest which centred round the 
dispute between the Local Government 








but by insisting on specific Votes being! Board and the county and distric 
i g } £ | : rict 


brought forward on Fridays. 1 assure 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, if they are 
going to press me to give another of the 
twenty-three days for Supply to the Vote 
on Account, I shall accede to the request. 
but | would rather that they would 
allow us, as soon as possible, to go into the 
orderly, businesslike, and pre-arranged 
debates which are only possible when we 
take the Votes in their order. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the right hon. 
Gentleman had spoken of the Opposi- 
tion, but he seemed to have forgotten 
that there was only one Opposition now 
—the Irish Opposition; at least. since 
the Liberal party had chosen to tread 
“the Primrose path of dalliance ~ 
marked out for it by Lord Rosebery. 
He would remind the right hon. Gentle- 
man that he had now successfully demon- 
strated that there should be no discussion 
on the Vote on Account. His argument 
had gone the full length. He had proved 
satisfactorily to Irish Members that they 
should never open their mouths on 
Votes on Account. The right hon. 
Gentleman, of course, now suggested 
topics for debate interesting to the party 
of Lord Rosebery ; and therefore it was 
inevitable that no Irish question could 


councils, some evening would be given 
|to the discussion of it. The right hon. 
Gentleman must recollect that new 
orders of the Local Government Board 
were being moulded at this moment. 
He would suggest to the right hon. 
Gentleman as an escape out of the diffi. 
culty that there should be some under 





| 


standing in the House that he should 


| put down Report of Supply some evening 
with a view to this Irish subject being 











thoroughly threshed out. The matter 
could be easily arranged by Mr. Speaker 
calling first on some Irish Member. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
it would be really practicable to give 
another night to the Vote on Account, 
unless there was some general arrange- 
ment as to the Supplementary Votes to 
be taken before Easter. As it is, I am 
afraid that, in order to comply with the 
law, late nights and Saturday sittings 
will be necessary up to 31st March. | 
do not see how the views of the hon. 
Gentlemen opposite can be met unless 
all. other Members waive all questions 
that arise on the Vote on Account before 
the Irish Votes ; in the second place, 
unless they give the Government the 
remaining Supplementary Estimates, so 
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that we may meet the law ; and in the 
third place, unless they submit to one of 
the twenty-two remaining days being 
taken away in order to have the desired 
discussion on the Vote on Account. — If, 
on the contrary, they are not prepared 
to give all these three things, I venture 
to suggest that, if this be a question of 
such immediate pressure, the best plan 
would be to ask me to give them the 
first free Friday after we have complied 
with the law. I want to give them 
every facility they can legitimately claim. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said that 
the right hon. Gentleman was constantly 
saving he would oblige those on that 
side of the House. The right hon. 
Gentleman did not do justice to their 


feelings. They wanted something more 
than time; they wanted satisfaction. 


He wanted to support the Amendment in 
order to get further consideration for 
the Report of Supply of Mareh 5th. 
They were dealing on Tuesday last with 
a concrete subject full of details, which 
was very pressing, especially in London ; 
but the House of Commons had no 
attention whatever paid to it from, and 
certainly no satisfactory answer given by, 
the Government in regard to that sub- 
ject. If the right hon. Gentleman con- 
ceded a short time to the House of Com- 
mons, it might possibly do; but if he 
would listen to nothing, the discussion 
would not be of a very productive 


character. He saw the Vice-President 
present. That right hon. Gentleman 


told them the other night, and he had 
repeated it since, that he could do nothing 
on this educational matter. What they 
wanted was that the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the House, who could 
do something, should come there: and 
then the matter could be disposed of very 
quickly. If they were met in a spirit of 
consideration or compromise in regard 
administrative details which 
they thought very pressing, then the 
business of the House could go on. 


to some 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND. said that 
the claim his triends had made was 
reasonable, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man should find a way out of the diffi- 
culty. He did not whether the 
right hon. Gentleman was under a mis- 
apprehension as to what was really 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


know 
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wanted. He suggested to the right hon. 
Gentleman not that one of the allotted 
Irish days should be devoted to dis- 
cussing Report of Supply, but that on 
some day in the near future two or three 
hours before midnight should be devoted 
toit. In that way the right hon. Gentle- 
man would be making what was after all 
a very small concession, but one which 
would go a considerable way to meet the 
difficulty in which they were placed. He 
appealed to the right hon. Gentleman to 
concede this reasonable claim, and rob 
them, if he might put it in that way, to 
some extent of a grievance. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My objection 
to the suggestion of the hon. Gentleman 
is that it is quite impossible for me to 
bind the House, nor do | see how it is 
possible to make a time arrangement 
unless there is a consensus of opinion 
that the matter to be discussed is one 
which the House desires to hear. [Sir 
EK. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT was understood 
to dissent:| Of course my hon. friend 
the Member for Ecclesail would have 
something to say on fore'gn affairs! 
If 1 were to make some concession to 
the suggestion of the hon. Gentleman, 
he might make some concession to me 
in regard to time. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he had 
no power to give any such undertaking. 
The right hon. Gentleman spoke of a 
mutual compromise. He was to give 
the Irish Members two hours, and they 
were to give him all the time necessary 
to get him out of the difficulty caused 
by his calling Parliament too late. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.)  ob- 
served that the main difficulty in carry- 
ing out the very reasonable suggestion 
of the hon. Member for Waterford was 
that no security had been devised, either 
by arrangement or otherwise, that the 
Irish Votes would be taken first. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 
said he desired to support the Amend- 
ment because in his opinion it was un 
doubtedly the fault of the right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury that the House found itself in its 
present position. If the right hon. 
Gentleman was so desirous of concluding 
the financial business in the legal time, 
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he should have called Parliament together 
a month earlier than he did. That the 
Government found itself in a difficulty 
was due entirely to the action of the 
right hon. Gentleman, not only for not 
calling Parliament together earlier, but 
also through closuring the debate in the 
previous week, by which means many 
matters were entirely cut out from 
discussion. The proposal of the right 
hon. Gentleman simply amounted to 
this, that if the Irish Members desired 
to discuss Votes on Account, they would 
have to discuss them during an_all- 
night sitting, merely because the Govern- 
ment had not taken proper precautions 
to ensure facilities being given to Parlia- 
ment to diseuss the Votes. Such a state 
of things, if earried to its logical con- 
clusion, was bound to affect the health 
of Members and render them physically 
unable to carry on the work of the House. 
It was a physical impossibility to con- 
tinue to sit night after night without 
the health of Members being affected. 
It appeared to him that the House sat, 
not for the accommodation of humble 
private Members, but for the wealthy 


classes — 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is travelling into matters 
unconnected with the question. The 
question is whether the words * except 
Report of Supply of 5th March” shall be 
added. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | have ex- 
hausted my ingenuity in finding methods 
by which we can both keep the law and 
meet the views of hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site. But I now make this suggestion- 
that after this rule has been passed | 
shall not put down the Vote on Account 
after twelve o clock until I am abso- 
lutely driven to it by the arrival of the 
25th March. | will put it off and take 
the Report of Supply after twelve 
o'clock, and then | will put it down, if | 
can, at a convenient hour. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL said that, in the 
absence of the Leader of the Irish party, 
he could not reply to the offer of the 
right hon. Gentleman. but he thought 
every facility should be given for the 
discussion of the Votes affecting Ireland, 
which were of the greatest importance 
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to the country, affecting as they did 
over a million of money. The right hon. 
Gentleman had already encroached far 
too much on the time that used to be 
given to Irish Supply, and although the 
Irish Members were only a small minority 
in the House, they had exercised fully 
and fairly the duties of opposition, 
they had taken every opportunity of 
pressing upon the Government impor- 
tant reforms, and they ought to have 
a fair opportunity of ventilating the 
grievances under which their country 
suffered. If such opportunity were given 
to them he had no doubt whatever 
they would be able to bring home to 
the mind of the right hon. Gentleman 
the necessity for important reforms in 
the administration of the country from 
which they came. Upon the Vote for 
the Local Government Board, for 
instance, they would be able to bring 
home the absolute despotism with 
which that bureaucratic body governed 
Ireland ; the Public Works Oftice would 
give an opportunity to discuss another 
office of the same kind, and there were 
many other important matters. He 
hoped that the right hon. Gentleman 
would see his way to accept in its entirety 
the Amendment of the hon. Member 
for South Leitrim. It was not a great con- 
cession to make, seeing that there were 
still Parliamentary days to discuss Supply, 
that there was no great legislative pro- 
posal before the House, and no very 
important matter to be discussed. He 
could not understand under the cir- 
cumstances why the right hon. Gentle- 
man had curtailed the time of the House. 
nor could he see any reason why he 
should not accept the Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place 
and claimed to move, * That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


A) Votes rrRoM THE [Ris BENCHES : 


Oh, oh — gag at once. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! If 
I knew who the hon. Member was who 
called out “ gag” I should certainly take 
notice of his conduct. 


‘Sin EF. ASHMEAD BARTLETT 
(Sheftield, Ecelesall) said he desired 
to call the attention of the House for 
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one moment to the very great danger 
of its forgetting what Votes on Account 
really were. They embraced all the 
subjects in the Estimates for the whole 
session—every subject, English, Irish, 
Scotch, home, foreign, and colonial. It 
had been the practice to have what the 
First Lord of the Treasury had, in his 
opinion, unfortunately called promis- 
cuous discussions. The discussion was 
varied, necessarily, because the subjects 
were varied and promiscuous. He was 
very glad to hear the right hon. Gentle- 
man decline to be a party to binding the 
Ilouse to an isolated discussion upon one 
subject, upon a Vote on Account. With 
all due respect to hon. Gentlemen who 
represented Ireland, and who no doubt 
desired earnestly to discuss Irish subjects, 
there were other subjects which ought to 
be discussed. There were many Members 
in the House who felt that discussion was 
more necessary on foreign affairs—on 
Chinese affairs—than upon Irish affairs. 
He also desired to call attention to the 
unfortunate result of what happened 
the other night when one Vote only was 
put down and the discussion of it ar- 
ranged for the whole evening. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Nobody ar- 
ranged that. What I did arrange was 
what Vote should be taken first. 


*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT said 
when the Educational Vote was put down 
first, and a reduction moved, it was the 
general scheme that it should be dis- 


{COMMONS} 





Money Cominittees. 1239 
cussed all the evening. That proceed. 
ing resulted in the absolute curtailment 
of discussion on any other business what- 
ever. He did not accuse the right hon. 
Gentleman of doing this deliberately, but 
he asked him to consider how easy it 
would be for a Government, when they 
found a subject which they, in their 
judgment, considered a dangerous sub- 
ject for discussion, to arrange with the 
Opposition to put down a Vote for dis- 
cussion upon some other subject in which 
great interest was taken by the House, 
and, by encouraging that discussion to 
continue, shut out entirely the subject 
which they wished to avoid. He pro- 
tested against that sort of procedure, 
and he hoped that the Irish Members 
would not allow the Irish Estimates to be 
made a means of preventing discussion 
upon all other subjects. He should 
certainly vote for the Amendment. 





ithe time of the House. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said that 
the First Lord of the Treasury had 
spoken of the necessity for economising 
In his view the 
management of affairs by the right hon. 
Gentleman had consumed more time 
than anything else. The very motion 
the right hon. Gentleman now made was 
a condemnation of these big Supplemen- 
tary Votes. 

(Juestion put, “That those words be 
there inserted.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 107 ; Noes, 
18%, (Division List No. 56.) 


AYES. 





Allen,CharlesP(Glouc.,Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown,George M.( Edinburgh) 
Burns, John ; 
Caine, Williain Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
Clancy, Jobn Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 


Sir E. Ashmead Bartlett. 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutty, William J. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Eilis, John Edwara 
Emmott, Alfred 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffiench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goidard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir John George 5. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 
Lloyd-George, David 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

Mather, William 

Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP (Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 
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(Donnell, John (Mayo, 5.) 
0’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

4’ Dowd, John 
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O'Mara, James 


Shaughnessy, I’. J. 
Philipps. John Wynford 


Acland- Hood.Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Agy-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aenew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagut,Capt. Joseeline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Jaird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.( Maneh’r. 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. Ger. W.( Leeds) 
Balfour, Maj. IX. R.(¢ ‘hristeh'eh 
Bartley, George ©. Tt. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinek, Lord Henry ©. 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthar Griffith. 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 
Ballard, Sir Harry 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain. Rt. Hon..J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(W’re’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius eee: 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. A. E. 
Cohen, Be njamit Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
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Cook, Frederick Lucas 


Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 


— ut, T. L. (Down, North) 
‘ox, Lewin Edward Bainbridge 
C ri unborae, Viscount 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross,Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar, T.R (T’rH’ mlets,S. Geo 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Diekson-Poynder, Sir Jolin P. 
Dimsdale,SirJoseph Cocktield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon A. A\kers- 
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Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts. John Bryn (Kition) 
Roche, Jolin 

{ussell, T. W. 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soares, Ernest .J. 

Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas. J. A. (Celain., Gower) 


NOES, 


Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. AiiwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJd.(Man’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Gartit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary(St. Albans) 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin Naira) 
Gordon, Maj Evaus-(T’rH ml'ts 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Sirk W( BrySEdnvnds 
Crreene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury ) 
Gretton, John 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churehill 
Cruthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG( Mill's 
Hare. Thomas Leigh 

Harris, FLeverton( Tynemouth 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 5. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, James(Statfords. N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Edw Brodie( Hampstead 
Hogy, Lindsay 

Hope, JF.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Kt. Hn.Sir JohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyen, James (Lanes.. Bary) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 
Lee.Capt. AH( Hants, Farehain 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long, Rtn. W alter Bristol,s. 
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Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, : eorge( York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. *( Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Young, — (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


FOR THE AYES 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien and 
Mr. Haviland-Burke. 


Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. WGEllison 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Iver.SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maxwell, RtHaSirHE( Wiet'n 
Max well, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milton, Viscount 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventiy 
Myers. William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 


Pease, Herb. Pike‘ Darlington) 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Pilkington, Richard 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretymano, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Raseh. Major Frederic 
irenshaw, — Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hn. M.W .(Staly bridge 
Ritchie. Rt. Hoa.Chas. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, AbelH.( Hertford, East) 
smith, H.C( Northmnb. Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker( Lanarks) 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset ) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stoae, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 


Carne 
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Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Thor burn, Sir Walter 
ce ear P ercy M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, 2" Edgar (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut. -Col. 


Main Question again proposed. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 


continue the discussion. 


Mr. A, J 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. I. | 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, yn JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, J ales “ig alworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.( Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W( Leeds 
Balfour.Maj. kK R(Christehureh 
sartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry ©. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Harry 
Bond, Edwarid 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Henry 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich ) 


Chamberlain. Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Austen( Wore’r 


Chamberlain,.J. 
Chapm: in, Edward 

Charrington, Spencer 
lare, Octavius Leigh 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


( reg eahge ‘harlesReady 
Athole 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 


BALFOUR rose in his place 103. 


{COMMONS} 


Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE. (Taunton 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, Fred. Wi Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
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Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B. Stuart. 

W yndham, Rt. Hon. Goons 

Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 

Y oung,C ommanier (Berks., 

TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


That the Main 


Question be now put.” 


S.) rose to 


AYES. 


Dimsdale. Sir Joseph C. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William T. 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sird.(Mane’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, SirMichael( Lond. Uni.) 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(Cityof Lon. 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.( Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(‘f’rH’ mts 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E, 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirE. W.(B’yStEdm’ds 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, Jolin 

(rest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Caudon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, Rt Hn Lord G. (Mid’x 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. L. (Tynemouth) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Hasiett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, Jas. (Staffords.,N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Higeinbottom, 8S. W 

Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hogg, Lindsay 


Hope, J.F.(Shetfield, Brightside 






Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow ) 


: Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Corbett, ‘T. L. (Down, North) 


Hoult, Joseph 


Cox, IrwinEdward Bainbridge 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow ) 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 





Howard,.J.( Midd. Tottenham) 
Jessel,Captain HerbertMerton 
John-ton, William (Belfast) 

Johnstone, Hey wood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt. ‘Hon. SirJohnH. 


Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Denbigh | 


Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney.Col. W.(Salop) 


Question put, “ That the Main Question 
be now put.” 

The House divided :— Ayes, 
(Division List No. 57.) 


193; Noes. 


Knowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick W in. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee,Capt. AH( Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S 
Long, Rt. Hn Walter( Bristol,s 
Lowe, Frarcis William 
Lueas, Reginala '( Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt.1 u. W. G. E. 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘iver.SirLewis( EdinburghW 
Manners, Lord Vecil 
Maxwell, Rt HnSirH. E( Wigt'n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriessh. 
Meysey-Thempson, Sir H. M 
Milton, Viscount 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (tHantingdon) 
Moore, sieges um (Antrim, N. 
More, Robt..Ja-s r( Shropshire 
Morrell, Georg Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry | 
Morton, ArthurH. A( Depttord 
Mount, William Arthw 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnAGraham( Buti 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert P.( Darlington 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Platt-Higygins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carie 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Rit ey, Hn. M.W.(Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L, 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 


Rothse — Hon. Lionel Walter 


tound, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
tussell, : 
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Sackv 
Samu 
Sharp 
Sincla 
Skewe 
Smith 
Smith 
Smith 
spear A 
Stanle 
Stanle 
Stock, 


Allen, 
Ambr 
Ather 
Barlo’ 
Barry 
Bayle 
Bell, 

Black 
blake 
Bolan 
Brigg 
Broad 
Brow 
Barn: 
Caine 
Caldy 
Camp 
Cawl 
Clanc 
Cogal 
Cond 
Crem: 
Crom 
Davie 
Davie 
Delar 
Doug 
Duffy 
Dunr 
Emm 
Far 
Farre 

Fenw 
fret 

Flym 
Furn 


M: 
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sackville,Col. S. G. Stopford- 
samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sharpe, W illiam Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, A bel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C(Nrth’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stock, James Henry 


Reports of 


Allen, Chas. P. (Gleuc. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown,George M.( Edinburgh 
Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Cremer, William Randal 
C rombie, John William 
Davies. Alfred (Carmarthen) 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Douglas, Charles M. 
Dutty, William J. 
Dunn, Sir William 
Emmott, Alfred 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick. Charles 

french, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Furness, Sir Christopher 


(Lanark) 


Main Question put accordingly. 


Acland-Hood,€ ipt.SirAlex. F. 
Age-Gardner, James 'Tynte 
Agnew. Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sur Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,C re Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, Jobn George 
Balearres, Lord 


Baldwin, Alfred 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 


Balfour, Rt HnGerald W( Leeds 
Balfour,Maj K.R(Christehureh 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
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Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, Jolin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E 
Warr, Augustns Frederick 
Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Tauntn 


NOES. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 
Hammond, John 


Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil | 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | 


Holland, William Henry 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch,SirJolinGeorgeSmyth 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

Mather, William 

Mooney, John J. 

Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, |J. 

Nannetti, Joseph I. 
Nolan,Col.Johnt 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


»(Galway,N. | 
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Wills, Sir Frederick 

W ileon,F red. W.(Norfolk,Mid 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yervurgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander( Berks, FE.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Dowd, John 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly,James( Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

teddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sirk. Threshie( Dumfries 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, Geo. (York, W. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


O'Brien, James I. X. (Cork) Yoxall, James Henry 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper ry Mid | 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow. W. | TELLERS FOR THE NOES- 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) Mr. Patrick O’Brien and 
| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) Mr. Haviland-Burke 

O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

The House divided :—Ayes, 190 ; Noes, 

103. (Division List No. 58.) 
AYES. 

Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM.H.( Bristol = Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore. 


Alexander 


Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinek, Lord Henry © 
Bhownagyree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 

sullard, Sir Harry 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn..}.( Biri.) 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Ru. Hon. Jesse 

( ‘glob, SirJohn( ‘harlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H.Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
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Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir Jolin Vv. 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph C. 
sae ag Hg pen Edward 
Douglas, Hon. A. Akers- 
Douzlas, , Searles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hun. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJd(Mane’r 
Fielay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir M. (London Univ.) 
Gartit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. Vieary (St. Albans 
Gordon, Hn..JE.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, MajE.-(T’r Hamlets) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW(BrySEdm’nds 
ny) 
Gretton, John 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Haiv. Edward 
Hamilton. Rt HnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris. Leverton(Tynemouth 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, J. (Statfords., N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge. Robt. Trotter 
Hievinbottom, Ss. W. 
Hoare, Ed. Brodie( Hampstead 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J F(Shettield, Brightside) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 





Allen, ©. Stroud) 

Aibrose, Robert 

Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 

Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander Willian 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown,George M (Edinburgh) 

Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

‘ampbell, John (Armagh, S 

Clancy, John Joseph 


P. (Gloue., 


Cogan, Denis J. 
( ‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 
Cremer, 


William Randal 


Jessel, 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


‘COMMONS} 


Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham | 
Capt. Herbert Merton 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,ht. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbieh) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon- Slaney,Col. W. (Salop 
Knowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hn. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 
Lee,CaptA. H.(Hants, Fareh'm 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long, Kt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S. 
Lowe, Francis William 


Frederick Win. 
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Lucas, Reginald.J.(Portsmouth 


Macartney, Rt. Hon. W.G. E. 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 


Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E( Wigt'n | 


Maxwell, W..J.H.( Dumtriessh. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. \ 
Milton, Viscount 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 


Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford | 


Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A 
Murray. RtHnAGrahani( Bute 


Murray.Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darling’n 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


NOES. 


Crombie, John William 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 

Davies, M. Vanehan-(Cardigan 

Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 

Duify, William J. 

Dunn, Sir Williain 

Emmott, Alfred 

ee ie Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 

Fenw ick, Charles 

I french, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 

Furness, Sir Christopher 

(voddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. 


Brampton 
Hammond, 


John 


Hardie,J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil | 


Leicester 
John Patrick 


Harmsworth, R. 
Hayden, 
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Purvis, Robert 

*ym, C. Guy 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hn. M.W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 

folleston, Sir John F, 
Ropner, Colonel Seueit 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 
Royds, C — Molyneux 
Russell, ' W 

Rockville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sharpe, W illiam Edward T, 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-C'ox, Thomas 
Smith. Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, HC( Northmb. Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks, 


Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stock, James Henry 


Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
‘Tomlinson, W. Edw. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar m xeter 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. hk. 
Warr, Augustus Fre nderick 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Lt.-Cl. A.C. E.(Taunt’n 
Wills, Sir Frederick 


Murray 


Wilson, — (Gls ——) 
Wortley, Ho. ©. B.Stuart 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young. Commander( Berks, EF. 





TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Wradrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Jones, David Brynmor (Swanse 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch SirJ ohnGeorgesSmyth 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 
Lloyd-George, David 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark .\. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
Mather, William 

Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen 
Morton, Edw. J. C.(Devonport 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P, 
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Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N | Philipps, John Wynford Tully, Jasper 

Nolan, Joseph (Lonth, South) | Pickard, Benjamin Wason, Engene(Clackmannan 
Norton, Capt.Cecil Wm. Pirie, Duncan V. Weir, James Galloway 
(Brien, James F. X. (Cork) Power, Patrick Joseph White, Luke (York, E. R. 
O'Brien, Kendal (TiperaryMid Reddy, M. Whiteley, G. (York, W. R.) 
0'Connor,James( Wicklow, W. | Redmond, John E. (Waterford | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) Redinond, William (Clare) Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
(Donnell, John (Mayo, 8S.) | Reid.Sirk. Threshie( Dumfries) | Wilson, Fred. W (Norfolk. Mid. 
(Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) | Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) Young, Samuel (Vavan, East) 
U’Dowd, John toche, John Yoxall, James Henry 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) Shipman, Dr. John G. 

0’ Kelly,.James(Roscommon,N Soares, Ernest J. TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
O'Malley, William Stevenson, Francis 5. Mr. Patrick O’Brien and 
(Mara, James | Sullivan, Donal Mr. Haviland-Burke. 
(Shaughnessy, P. J. Thomas, J A(GlamorganGower 





Ordered, That the Proceedings on the | d’étre of the whole speech was the men, 
Reports of the Committees of Supply | and if they could not get the men, the 
and Ways and Means and other Com-, bottom fell out of the scheme. The right 
mittees authorising the expenditure of} hon. Gentleman never told the House 
Public Money may be entered uponatany how he was going to get the men to 
hour though opposed, and shall not be | enlist, except in reference to the Militia, 
interrupted under the provision of any | who were going to have an extra bounty 
Standing Order regulating the Sittings of 2d. per day. The number of men 
of the House, except of Standing Order | required this year did not bear any pro- 


No. 5. portion to what were required in former 
|years. There was sure to be a slump in 

SUPPLY_-ARMY ESTIMATES. recruiting next year, and the getting of 
the men would form a very considerable 


Order for Committee read. i isi : 
difficulty. There were at present in 
Motion made, and Question proposed, South Africa thousands of time-expired 
~ That Mr. Speaker do now leave the | men, and they would go. The Reserve 
Chair.’—(Mr. Brodrick.) ‘would be depleted, and although the 
right hon. Gentleman mentioned the 
number of Militiamen and Volunteers, 
he did not make the slightest provision 
for getting them. He noticed that the 
Royal Reserve battalions were to be 
formed into Regular battalions to take 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for| the place of those troops now serving 
War. That speech was a very clever one, | in the Mediterranean lortresses, but 
but he could not help thinking that | ¥*S relate sing rates for wehogx 
they had heard something like it before. of getting those Reserve battalions ! 
He could endorse every word the right) Tyy SECRETARY or STATE ror 
hon. Gentleman had said about Mr. /WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
Cardwell, whose reforms had cost the! soa). ‘ya HE EAR Be Me 
country not a single penny, and that —: sy — ams awe Peer 
. : : isinerror. lam not in the least depend- 

was a good deal to be able to say. He! ing upon the Reserve battalions. 
remembered a speech by Mr. Gathorne-| 7° ~~ 
Hardy in which he stated that there; Masor RASCH said he understood 
were to be eight army corps, but his| the Reserves were to be asked to volun- 
promise proved to be absolutely futile and | teer, so as to relieve those battalions 
utterly worthless. Then they had the | now serving in the Mediterranean fort- 
speech of Mr. Stanhope in 1892, which | resses. It was all very well to assume 
was very much of the same character. | that you were going to get so many 
The Secretary of State for War had} Militiamen and acertain number of Yeo- 
made a clever, lawyer-like and ex parte | manry and Volunteers, but how were they 
statement, but it reminded him of a} going to be got? As was pointed out 
magnificent superstructure without any |in a very sensible article in The Times, 
foundation at all, because the raison | this system was not suited to the con- 


Masgor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) 
said that before dealing with the subject 
of this motion he wished to say a few 
words with reference to the extremely 
elaborate speech made by the right hon. 


\ 
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dition of things existing in this country. that that was owing to a repetition of 
There were some good points in the of mistakes made by the right hon. 
right hon. Gentleman's speech which Gentleman’s own Office in Pall Mall. 
they all appreciated, and which hon. There had recently been what the French 
Members had urged on the War Office would cali an extraordinary éclaircisse 
for years, and which the right hon. ment, and the ex-Secretary for War had 
Gentleman himself always opposed when- been severely criticising the late Com- 
ever he had the chance. One of them mander-in-Chief. The Prime Minister had 
was decentralisation, and he congratu- also told them that at the War Oftice 
lated the right hon. Gentleman upon everything had happened for the best; 
having grasped that fact. Then there if there was any fault it lay with the 
was the important question of reducing British Constitution. He was not sure 
officers’ expenses in the cavalry. There that the attack upon Lord Wolseley 
was no reason why a young fellow should was nota sort of red herring drawn 
have to pay £22 for a busby. If hon. across the scent, and he should like to 
Members desired to know how matters hear whether Lord Roberts had accepted 
stood, they could not do better office under those conditions which Lord 
than look up in Thackeray's “Snob Wolseley had found to be absolutely 
Papers” the passages relating to Major intolerable. 
Ponto. Unless the right hon. Gentleman He wished to say a few words about the 
carried out drastic changes with reference yeinforcements which should have been 
to kit and uniform, the state of things sent out to South Africa... There was the 
there described would be likely to con- greatest danger in the continuance of 
tinue. There was no reason why this the war. because the longer our troops 
should be so expensive, and even Lord coutinued unsuccessful and the longer 
Wolseley had said that a British officer the end of the war was delayed the nearer 
in uniform was like a monkeyon an organ. eae the possibility of foreign inter- 
Surely the right hon. Gentleman ought yention. He was anxious to know why 
to try to get rid of some of the absurdities reinforcements were not sent out as 
of dress, and he had made a very good thev should have been during the 
suggestion that ofticers should be allowed past six months. Reinforcements were 
to get their kit from a Government depot. called for by Lord Kitchener. but 
The right hon. Gentleman was quite until the last three months — the 
right in getting rid of that obsolete Government sent hardly any forces. 
force the Militia Reserve. As for the The Member for the Forest of Dean 
Yeomanry, he had never been a great alluded to a statement made by General 
admirer of the force; still, after the Mackinnon, in which he condemned 
experience in South Africa, he should the hasty and haphazard way in which 
never vote against the Yeomanry again. recruits were sent to the front. He 
and he was delighted to find that they himself had seen some of the South 
were to be put in khaki; that would African Constabulary embarking. and 
make the force less expensive and more they were all without arms and accoutre- 
popular. Then the Secretary for War ments. Those were the men whom the 
stated that he was going to get rid of the War Office sent out as mounted men. 
inefficient officers. But why had he With regard to the Yeomanry, he did 
not thought of doing that before! not know why the right hon. Gentleman 
His hon. friend the Member for Tun- called them yeomen ; at any rate they 
bridge had stated that the only way were nothing like the yeomen who used 
to obtain the men was by a Militia ballot, to exist in the county of Essex, who had 
but there were great difficulties in the been extinguished by foreign compe- 
way of such a measure. The Secretary tition. The right hon. Gentleman had 
for War had been ten years at the War appointed two War Office Departmental 
Office, but it was hardly fair to press him Committees, but surely he must be aware 
when he had so much heavy work on that there had been something like forty 
hand, and he did not propose to move his such Committees appointed since 1815, 
Amendment. As the right hon. Gentle- and the concentrated result of their 
man prophesied some months ago. the wisdom had been the recent disasters in 
war was being prolonged. He feared South Africa. They knew that the Prime 
Major Rusch 
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Minister had suggested the formation of 
rile clubs under the auspices ot the 
Primrose League. Nothing could have 
shown the blissful ignorance of the 
Premier more than that statement. The 
Prime Minister had stated practically 
that the defence of the country was not 
the business of the Government, and 
ander those circumstances they need 
not expect very much reform at the War 
Office from him. With regard to the 
Reserve battalions, they were very fine 
egiments, although the men measured 
rather more round the waist than they 
did round the chest. The unfortunate 
part of the matter was that the bat- 
talions cost £3,000,000, and in two or 
three weeks time they would disappear, 
and there would be nothing to show for 
the expenditure. If the War Office had 
put the money into the Militia there 
would have been something to show for 
it. and it would have put some backbone 
into the force. which it had not had for 
vears. The Royal Reserve regiments 
contained some of the finest men he ever 
saw, and it was not proposed to ask them 
to serve in the Mediterranean garrisons. 
He ventured to say that that was a 
great waste. Some years ago, when it 
was proposed to send the Foot Guards 
to Gibraltar, he ventured to say that it 
was very foolish, because there was not 
room for them to drill, and now they 
were bringing the Guards back again. 

The other evening the Secretary for War 
stated that the Government were going 
to allow £5 per annum to the soldier 
who provided his own horse. Those 
hon. Members who were generally called 
the “Colonels” in the House did not 
receive very much attention; but he 
thought that the hon. Member for Old- 
ham, with all the experience of the South 
African War behind him, and all that 
he had said with reference to guns and 
horses, should hardly have made the 
remark that he did. Of course some 
gentlemen were of the Service Members, 
but not with them. The remarks of the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean were always received, as 
they should be, with great attention, as 
those of the greatest military expert in the 
country, but the remarks of the Service 
Members were not. However, they did 


their duty to the best of their power in 
laying their views before the House. 
He would respectfully remind the right 
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hon. Gentleman on the Front Bench of 


Ariny Estimates, 


an incident that oceurred a hundred 
years ago across the Channel. The 


Ministers of Louis XVI. were confronted 
by a reformer. He did not know 
whether Jean Jacques Rousseau was a 
military reformer or not, but they had 
it on the authority of Carlyle that though 
the Ministers of Louis XVI. laughed to 
scorn the first edition of his book, their 
skins went to form the binding of the 
second. However, he did not antici- 
pate any such calamity happening here, 
and he should be the first to deprecate 
such a proceeding as applied even to 
the Secretary for War. After all, the 
man in the street considered that War 
Office reform was a matter of business, 
and should be carried through as such, 
and surely the Government, with the 
assistance of the Secretary for War, 
whose eloquent speech they had all ad- 
mired, should be able to add up the cost 
of putting the defences of the country 
on a proper footing and be prepared for 
anything that might happen. The 
doggerel of the American poet might be 
appropriately quoted :— 

‘Thrice armed is he who has his quarrel just. 

Sut four times he who has his fist in fust.” 

*Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R.. 
Elland) said he had put down a motion 
on the Paper to call attention to the faet 
that the Army was not a profession in 
which the officers could support them- 
selves"on their present pay ; that the un- 
professionalism in the Army, about which 
the Secretary for War had complained 
the other night, was chiefly due to the 
present expensive standards of living 
amongst many officers in many regi- 
ments; and that unprofessionalism 
would not be remedied until the pay 
was raised so as to attract quite a new 
class of officers into the Army. His 
feelings in introducing this subject were 
different from what they would have 
been two or three days ago, before the 
right hon. Gentleman’s speech. Hon. 
Members in all parts of the House had 
received that speech with great appro- 
bation ; they were delighted at its busi- 
nesslike tone, and its spirit of true and 
energetic reform. No part of the speech. 
however, bore the ring of determined 
conviction more than that in which he 
spoke of the necessity for insisting upon 
a professional spirit on the part of the 
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officers, on the necessity of promotion 
by merit, and on the necessity of cheaper 
living. That was a clearer statement 
of what Army reformers wanted than 
anything that had come from the War 


Office since the abolition of purchase ; 


and, personally, so far as the greater 
part of the*right hon. Gentleman's 
action was concerned. he intended to 
support him with all his vigour. He 
did not particularly believe in civilian 
criticism on the details of Army matters, 
such as the best kind of artillery and the 
best sort of rifles. But such criticism 
might usefully he directed to large ques- 
tions of principle. 

The fact was the doorof the Army was 
closed at the present moment to any man 
who had not got an independent income 
It was admitted on all hands that in order 
for a man to be an officer in a cavalry 
regiment he must have, at least, £500 
for his outfit, and at least £500 a vear in 
addition to his pay. He was talking 
during last summer to a colonel who had 
Just retired from a cavalry regiment, and 
he asked him how much it was necessary 
for an officer in that regiment to have. 
The colonel replied, “ From the first 
moment into the regiment, 
something between £1,000 and £1,500.” 
The situation was, that a subaltern of 
twenty-two or twenty-three years of age 


he comes 


must, forsooth. have as much money to 
spend as any hon. Gentleman who was 
sitting in that House for a county con- 
stituency. [An Hon. Member: Exaggera- 
tion. | An hon. Gentleman said that 
that was an exaggeration ; but in regard 
to his general statement that an officer 
of a cavalry regiment required to have 
an Income of £500 over and above his 
pay, and an officer in an intantry regi- 
ment £150, he quoted a higher authority 
than himselt—-namely, the late Under 
Secretary tor War and the present Chief 
Secretary for Ireland. When the war 
was at its height. and there was great 
need of officers, the Government went 
to the universities and asked them to give 
so many men from each university to 
become officers, and they put it in the 
hands of the Vice-Chancellors to make 
this selection. The Vice-Chancellor of 
Cambridge University issued a memoran- 
dum inviting candidates, and one sen- 
tence in that memorandum was to the 


Mr. Trevelyan. 
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effect that he could not recommend any 
candidate to the War Office unless he 
could find an income sufficient for the 
branch of the service he wished to enter. 
He would not say anything against the 
paternal solicitude of the Vice-Chan- 
cellor, but he must say that it was most 
extraordinary that that confession should 
have been deliberately made, and that 
the War Office should have said they 
could not blame the Vice-Chancellor for 
making that recommendation. It 
showed how obvious it was that it was 
impossible for many men to go into the 
Army. He had made special inquiries 
in Cambridge, and had been told that 
there were many voung men who were 
prevented, though ready to offer their 
services. from doing so by that clause 
in the Viee-Chaneellor’s memorandum. 

Sut further, anyone who went into 
the Army had to look forward with an 
increasing anxiety to the time when he 
rose in rank. The low pay in the higher 
ranks was just as much a deterrent to a 
man who thought ahead, who did not go 
into the Army to amuse himself. and 
who did not wish to run into debt. The 
proposals of the Secretary for War hardly 
seemed to him to meet the situation. 
The right hon. Gentleman proposed to 
promote in future to higher commands 
much more st rictly by merit : to cheapen 
the cost of officers’ clothing. to give them 


horses tree, and various other advan- 
tages ; but that did not make the Army 


a profession in which a man would be 
able to live on the pay he received. A 
great many people were very much 
afraid of democratising the Army. Per- 
sonally, and many others agreed with 


him. he would not be afraid of demo- 
cratising the Army to any extent. 
Honours were open from the lowest 


ranks to the very highest in the Napo- 
leonie armies. Every private soldier, it 
was said, carried a field marshal’s baton 
in his knapsack. In one great Anglo- 
Saxon army, Cromwell's, the — officers 
were many of them mere millers and 
blacksmiths and brewers. [Laughter.]| 
Yes, and brewers. who in those 
days were humbler people than they 


too, 


were at present. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
They brewed pure beer.] = Again, 
another great Anglo-Saxon army, 


that of the Civil War in America, was 
democratic, and admitted to the position 
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of officer any man of merit. however 
humble his birth or the class trom which 
he came. What was wanted in the 
Army was more of the professional, the 
middle, and the manufacturing classes, 
who were the strongest classes in the 
country, and on whom the industrial 
prosperity of the nation chiefly depended. 
These were excluded from the Army 
now. It was perfectly true that there 
were In the Army the sons of many men 
who had made their money in manutac- 
tures; but he came from the middle of 
one of the great industrial districts in 
Yorkshire, and he said with certainty 
that there were hardly any of the sons 
of these manufacturers who ever went 
into the Army. They knew that they 
could not afford it, and their fathers very 
wisely prevented them. Therefore. he 
said, something more drastic was needed 
than what the right hon. Gentleman 
had proposed. They wanted to find a 
minimum of pay on which a man could 
live as an officer in the Army. This 
sreat nation could afford to pay that 
minimum standard. They wanted to 
yet good brains, and to pay the men better 
in the upper branches. He thought 
that the right hon. Gentleman would 
tind it difficult. if he wanted to carry out 
his retorms, to entirely avoid sumptuary 
He did not at present wish to do 
anything which might appear hostile to 
the progressive plans of the right hon. 
Gentleman, but if this question of ex- 
pensive living and inadequate pay in the 
Army was not taken up voluntarily by 
the Government, there would be a move- 
ment in the country to demand it. The 
Government kept on speaking of the 
enthusiasm of the colonies for the mother 
country ; but he was rather surprised 
that the right hon. Gentleman. in the 
course of his speech, had said nothing 
about the colonies or ot asking them to 
join in this great Army retorm. He 
thought that that was to be regretted, 
but they might be quite certain that the 
colonies would never take part in any 
Army in which they could not send their 
own sons to form some part of the officers. 
They would not be content that the only 
officers should be the sons of rich squat- 
ters ; they would insist, it they were to 
tuke some part in it. that the Army 
should be made more democratic than 
now. In conclusion, he would say that 
in view of the sympathetic treatment 


laws. 
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of the general question by the right hon. 
the Secretary for War he would not move 
the motion of which he had given 
notice. 

*Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) said that in rising to move 
the motion standing in his name he 
recognised the extreme difficulty and 
delicacy of the task he had undertaken. 
The House was invited to form a deci- 
sion on a question of personal right and 
justice to an individual. He deeply and 
unhesitatingly deplored the necessity of 
adopting that method, for he did not 
think it was a suitable one, and if there 
had been a better he would have taken 
it. For this discussion, however, he 
could not be blamed. It had all along 
been and still was in the power of the 
Secretary for War by granting an in- 
taking 
place. It was not any part of his 
intention to make a_ partisan attack 
upon the right hon. Gentleman. Ii he 
had had that desire, there was nothing 
which would have made him less in- 
clined to gratify it than the brilliant 
speech made by the right hon. Gentle- 
man on Friday night. Especially he dd 
not dissent from that part of the speech 
in which the right hon. Gentleman 
expressed his adhesion to, and urged on 
the House the policy of, only employing 
in peace commands generals who had 
shown themselves fit to hold those com- 
mands in war. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would take it that that policy 
lay altogether outside of the area of 
any difference that might arise between 
them. He recognised further that it 
was a matter of common sense as well 
as simple justice that the Commander-in- 
Chiet should own. officers, 
more especially when engaged in a cam- 
paign and bearing a responsibility 
which even the most foolish person in 
the country would not desire to share. 
He thought it was altogether right that 
the Commander-in-Chiet and the Govern- 
ment should refuse to recall an officer 
from his command merely because there 
was a little popular clamour on the 
subject. The people of the country, 
however, had shown their willingness, 
almost their eagerness, to suspend their 
judgment in all such cases because they 
had perfect confidence in Lord Roberts, 
and there was a general feeling that they 
ought to approach the judgment of men 


choose his 














1251 


who were risking their lives and repu- 
tation for the sake of the country with 
peculiar care and peculiar humility. 
There had been throughout the nation 
a very sincere desire that no man should 
be punished without a full, complete, 
and thorough trial. 

The more he felt the delicacy of the 
task the more he felt it incumbent upon 
him to be perfectly frank with the 
House. One matter he would refer to 
in the outset. A very considerable pre- 
judice had been created against General 
Colvile by the fact that he had pub- 
lished in the newspapers a statement of 
his treatment by the War Office. He 
did not defend that action of General 
Colvile’s. It was most desirable and 
necessary that they should uphold and 
fortify the great tradition of Army 
reticence. Sometimes it led to hardship, 
but it was essential to discipline, and more 
than ever necessary now in view of the 
extreme activity displayed by the news- 
papers. He did not defend General 
Colvile’s action, but he hoped the House 
would allow him to submit one or two 
eonsiderations in regard to it. In the 
first place, reticence could not be all on 
one side. If their generals were never 
to take means of vindicating themselves 
publicly, then he ventured to think 
that a little reticence should be observed 
by the War Office. When General 
Colvile returned to this country the first 
thing which he saw was a newspaper 
paragraph, which was obviously inspired. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The only. state- 
ment I saw came from Gibraltar, and 
eould not have come from the War Office. 


*Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS: So 
as the right hon. Gentleman is 
cerned, | entirely accept his disclaimer. 
On the other hand. if he denies that 
the statement came from the War 
Office, then I must invite him to per- 
fect his information. But 1 will read 
the article, so that the House may Judge 
of its character, 
GENERAL COLVILE’S PosITrion. 


Supply— 


far 


con- 


AN IRREVOCABLE DECISION. 

‘<The Daily Mai learns that the communi- 
cation to the Press relative to the request for 
General Colvile’s resignation did net emanate 
from the War Office. 

“ The request was, of course, made with the 
full acquiescence and authority of the Secretary 


Mr. Charles Douglas, 
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of State for War after minute and full inquiries 
had been instituted into the affair at Lindley 
as well as that at Sanna’s Post. 

‘*No further investigation is considered 
necessary by the authorities, who fully recog. 
nise the gravity and importance of the step 
they have taken. 

“General Colvile will, despite his attitude 
on the matter, have to bow to the inevitable, 
and, though naturally considerable sympathy 
will be felt for an officer who has served his 
country in several campaigns, tle decision is 
irrevocable. 

‘<The General’s pay ceased from the date on 

which the notification reached him, and no 
action on his part can affect the decision which 
has heen arrived at by the Secretary of State 
and his advisers.” 
If that be not a communication which 
comes from the War Office, then a 
miracle must have happened, and if it 
had so happened it was not with the know- 
ledge of General Colvile, and he was 
entitled to assume that that article came 
from the War Office. Even apart from 
that, I shall presently show the House 
that there was most grievous provoca- 
tion. Jn the meantime, | shall only say 
that I believe that what General Col- 
vile did he did in anger ;, his action was 
not calculated or premeditated ; it was 
brought about by the most justifiable 
resentment aroused by gross insult and 
intolerable wrong. And. again, what 
other course was open to him! 
What other appeal had he? None 
whatever. The right hon. Gentleman, 
in answer to the hon. Member for 
Chester, the other day gave the follow- 
ing reply— 

‘* No officer has a right to appeal to a court 

martial, but to the Commander-in-Chief and to 
the Sovereign in accordance with Section 42 
of the Army Act.” 
Precisely. Having been condemned by 
the right hon. Gentleman in consultation 
with Lord Roberts. he is graciously 
allowed to appeal to Lord Roberts in 
consultation with the right hon. Gentle- 
man. 

The case I have to submit to the House 
is not the propriety of publication. — It is 
not the action of the War Office in placing 
General Colvile on retired pay, although | 
admit that I have a natural curiosity 
to learn by what series of irregularities 
the right hon. Gentleman arrived at the 
amount of, what has been euphemisti- 
cally called, a “special — pension. 
although the pleasant phrase hardly 
does justice to the fact that it 1 
£100 a year less than General Colvile 
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was entitled to receive. I want to know 
what went before that. It is said that 
General Colvile was put out of court by 
what he did in making a public state- 
ment. I do not admit it. But if he 
were, we are not out of court. We are 
still entitled to consider the right hon. 
gentleman’s management of our army. 


Now, Sir, [ am very much con- 
firmed in my belief in the neces- 
sity of some inquiry by the extra- 
ordinary ignorance lately displayed 


by the Secretary of State for War as to 
certain matters nearly affecting General 
Colvile’s claim to consideration. I think 
he adopted a 
when he explained lately in the case of 
Sir George White and others that their 
general service was to be taken into 
account in estimating any particular 
defect of theirs. I submit he was bound 
to do that in General Colvile’s case. The 
right hon. Gentleman told the House, in 
answer to a question, that General Col- 


vile had sent on to the Commander-in- | ¢ 


Chief no report on the battle of Paarde- 
herg. The fact is that he did send in 
such a report, but the right hon. Gen- 
tlenan did not know even a few 
weeks ago that any report was sent 
to Lord Roberts. 
cin give it to the right hon. gentleman. 
I have evidence of its being written at the | 
time, the evidence of the ofticer who wrote | 
it to dictation from General Colvile. 

and the evidence of a letter from Lord 

Roberts's secretary. who wrote requiring 

some little alterations in it—of no im- 

portance —and this despatch bears x0 | 
closely on General Colvile’s services in 
this war that no judgment of his case 
can possibly be complete or final until it is 
taken into account. But the case itself 
amply justifies the demand for inquiry. 

Consider the steps by which this matter 

has reached its present unhappy position. 
On the 29th of June Lord Roberts had 
an interview with General Colvile at Pre- 
toria, an interview which lasted a quarter 
of an hour. At that interview the 
affairs at Sanna’s Post and Lindley were 
discussed. Lord Roberts said he w: as| 
dissatisfied, and that he had broken Up | 
General Colvile's command; and bei 
asked him what he would like to do. | 
General Colvile said 
home, and Lord Roberts assented. 
reached this country in July, and gave 








view which we all endorse | 


That report ishere. I | 


| Roberts s 


he wished to go | ments in 
He} had only the despatch of the march 
from Wynburg to Heilbron. 
Lord W olseley a detailed account, ver- other 
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bally and in writing, of what took place 
at Sanna’s Post and Lindley, After this 
General Colvile received a memorandum 
from Lord Roberts on Sanna’s Post, 
dated 21st of May, and | offer that to the 
right hon. Gentleman as an interesting 


specimen for his museum of military 
delays. 
| Now, General Colvile had up to this 


point no official intimation that an 
inquiry was being made, and he was 
never given an opportunity of making 
an official defence. When he had 
his interview with Lord Roberts he 
did not know that he was on his trial. 
Between the 9th and 31st of August, how- 
ever, a report from Lord Roberts was 
at last received by the War Office, and on 
the 15th of September General Colvile 
received the following letter, dated from 
| the War Office; 
_ Sir,—L am directed by the Secretary of 
State for War to inform you that the Com- 
mander-in-Chief has approved of your resum- 
ing the command of the Infantry Brigade at 
Gibraltar from the Ist of October next to com- 
plete your period of service therein, exc ‘lusive 
of the time you were serving in Souti Africa, 
and I am to request that you will hold your- ~elf 
in readiness to embark in time to take up the 
duties on the above date. 

Please acknowledge the receipt hereof, and 
return enclosed family form to this depart- 
ment. 


I am, Sir, 
Your obedient servant, 
H. C. B. FARRANT, 


(Signed ) 
A.A.G. for 


A.G. 


Now | submit that that is a decision on 
General Colvile’s case and conduct. | 
know from a personal letter that the case 
had been considered on the basis of Lord 
report and General Colvile’s 
statement. I know the decision was 
arrived at three and a half months after 
the Lindley incident, and two and a half 
months after General Colvile’s conver- 
sation with Lord Roberts at Pretoria 
and after Lord Roberts's report to the 
War Office. I think we are entitled to 
assume that what Sir H. Colvile did in 
connection with the loss of the Yeomanry 
at Lindley was considered in the decision 
arrived at by Lord Wolseley. Therefore 
the case was tried and decided by those 
‘who had a full statement before them 
from both sides. Lord Roberts, when 
he was in Africa. had no written state- 
answer to any charges. He 


He had no 


statement in writing, only his 
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recollection of the very short, conversa- ; in the recommendation by telegram from 
tion which took place between him Lord Roberts. Did the recommendation 
and General Colvile at Pretoria. Now come from Lord Roberts and the right 
his case having, as | say, been con- hon. Gentleman concur, or did the right 
sidered. the House will easily imagine the hon. Gentleman receive a military criti- 
surprise with which General Colvile re- cism from Lord Roberts and initiate the 
ceived a letter some months after marked | recommendation ? A simple question to 
“ Confidential,” but which | do not now which I desire an answer is, Did Lord 
treat as a confidential letter for several’ Roberts know or did he not when he 
reasons, which will be apparent to the arrived at Gibraltar that General Col- 
House when I read it. In the first place, vile had been removed? There is a 
it was the only official intimation which very gross inaccuracy in the second letter 
he received of his having been deprived in the statement that “ you were given 
of his command ; secondly, it contained an opportunity to resign. The real fact 
the only statement of the grounds on appears to be that General Colvile was 
which he was removed ; thirdly, a copy not given any opportunity to resign even 
was sent to Sir George White; and, if he chose. He saw Sir George White 
fourthly, that the letter was subsequently and said he refused to resign, and Sir 
referred to in official correspondence. George White's reply was that his com- 
Such a letter as this I cannot. having mand had become vacant. and that his 
passed, treat as confidential. The letter instructions were that General Colvile 


runs as follows— must quit Gibraltar immediately. If that 
War Office, 16th December, 1900. is voluntary resignation | do not know 


My dear General, —In the temporary absence what compulsion is. unless it means that 
of the Military Secretary, an unpleasant duty General Colvile was to be taken home by 
devolves on me. Eos i Ghee hal % ies. celia 

The Secretary of State having discussed by force. H there had been any doubt in 
telegraph the ‘incidents of the surrender of General Colvile’s mind that he had been 
No. XIII. Imperial Yeomanry battalion, con- compulsorily and finally removed it 


s s D in] 
ewrs with Lord Roberts that you were mainly would have been put an end to by th 


responsible for the surrender, and has : ‘ : y ; 
reluctantly come to the conclusion that you inspired article which appeared in the 
cannot be permitted to retain your command. Daily Mail. 

I am directed to request you will hand in ; 
your resignation to Sir George White on I need say nothing more Of the 
receipt of this letter and quit Gibraltar. provocation under which General Colvile 


ss I am Mera a copy of this nes ted vad took the action he did. I do not defend 
reorg ‘ se yrite uv e ° ‘ 
noo hepa gra ara telat. ly va that action, but Tsay the Government 
you if the resignation appears to be voluntary. gave him great provocation—provocation 
Yours truly, that was boundless and unpardonable. I 
(Signed) = Eveiyx Woov, A.G. want the explanation. Why was the case of 
That letter was subsequently, and, | ven- General Colvile re-opened ? Why was the 
ture to say, inaccurately described in a decision of the Commander-in-Chief re- 
letter of the 19th January last.in which versed ? Why was General Colvile removed 
occurs the following from his command without an oppor- 
‘Towards the end of December Jast you tunity of meeting any charges whatever ! 
were informed in a confidential letter from It will be noticed that the ground ol 
the Adjutant-General that the Secretary of his removal was explicitly stated in Sir 


State, concurring with the recommendation by pp : : : ‘ailur 

( vg ; rely ; —his failure to 
telegram from Lord Roberts, had reluctantly Evelyn Wood's letter—his f That 
come to the conclusion that yon could not be reliev e the Yeomanry at L indley. oe 


permitted to retain your command, and you was the charge on w hich General Colvile 
were given the opportunity of resigning it. had been condemned. He kn w of no 

In the first place. | want to call atten- other. Other charges had, indeed, been 
tion to the slight discrepancy—it may be referred to. His action at Sanna’s Post 
nothing more—between the two state- was criticised. What was wrong with 
ments which I want explained. The first it has never been stated in definite and 
letter states that the Secretary for War clear terms to him since this first inquiry 
has come to the conclusion that General took place. 1 am quite prepared to meet 
Colvile cannot be permitted to retain what is said on that point. Another 
his command, and the second letter; charge has been spoken of outside this 
states that the Secretary of Stateconcurs House, and a statement has been attri- 


Mr. Charles Douglas. 
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buted to those who stood high at the War 
Oftice that General Colvile was deprived 
of his command on a charge of cowardice. 
| will not stoop to meet that charge 
until it is made, but I cannot altogether 
ignore it. In view of these rumours 
about a charge that ought never to 
have been made behind a man’s back, 
I think I am entitled to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman either to make that 
charge with evidence, if it is to be made, 
or else to do General Colvile justice, 
as | am sure he will, by disclaiming any 
intention of making the charge. That 
isalllask. Let us, at all events, have all 
the charges before us, and have done 


with all the mystery that has been 
accumulating about this business. Let 


us have all the cards on the table, so 
that we may know what to think and 
how to act. 

The matter of Lindley has been defi- 
nitely alleged as the ground of General 
Colvile’s removal. and therefore J] am 
compelled to deal with it very shortly. 
I do not, of course, offer any opinion on 
the military questions involved. The 
House would properly such 
opinions as worthless: but the view 
has put forward that there was 
that in General Colvile’s action which 
rightly created prejudice against him- 
prejudice not against his military judg- 
ment andability, but against his character 
man and a soldier. And in that 
connection | am bound to say something 
about this incident, for we require of 
a soldier, not only that he should be 
skilful and have foresight and personal 
courage, but that he should be chivalrous 

that he should be ready to help other 
men and be willing to take risks on their 
behalf, and that he should not fight for 
his own hand, but in loyal comradeship 
with other men, and direct his efforts 
tothe end of a victory common to him 
with them. | must, therefore, submit a 
few faets to the House. Now, what 
happened so far as General Colvile 
was concerned in connection with the 
Lindley episode was this. On May 19th 
of last year the Chief of the Staff tele- 
graphed to General Colvile to say that 
the 12th Division was arriving at Wyn- 
burg, and that he should therefore join 
the remainder of his division at Venters- 
barg: that he should wait at Wynburg 
for a battery of Field Artillery : that he 
would be joined by some Eastern Province 
Horse on the 2ist: and that the 13th 


regard 


hee n 


as a 
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Battalion of Yeomanry was to meet him 
on a day to be announced. On 20th May 
the Chief of the Staff sent the fol owing 
cipher telegram :— 

‘From Ventersburg the Highland Brigade 
march to Lindley, and thence to Heilbron. 
Brigade will be concentrated at Ventersbure 
23rd, reach Lindley 26th, Heilbron 29th.” 
Those, it will be observed, were very 
precise instructions as to places and 
times. Later. on the same day, he re- 
ceived a second telegram from the Chiet 
of the Staff: 

‘Only two companies of 13th Battalion of 
Yeomanry, and possibly one company of Lovat's 
Mounted Corps, will be able to join at 
Ventersburg, but other two Yeomanry com- 
panies will follow as soon as possible.” 

The House will, therefore, see that 
General Colvile was despatched to his 
destination with such haste that he was 
not allowed to wait for his full comple- 
ment of mounted men, although they 
were essential to his safe progress. On 
22nd May he lett Wynburg. On the 23rd 
he arrived at Ventersburg: on the 24th 
he left. On the 26th, after some hours 
fighting. he arrived at Lindley, and 
on the next morning, 27th May, he 
marched from Lindley. He was engaged 
almost all day, and bivouacked in the 


evening north ot Rhenoster River, 
twenty-three miles out from Lindley and 
nineteen miles from Heilbron, which 


place he had the strictest orders to reach 
the next day. The enemy were in front 
of him in numbers superior to his own, 
and they were also behind him and 
to his right. He was in that position 
when he received this letter— 

“Colonel Spragge to General Colvile. 
Found no one in Lindley but Boers; have 500 
nen, but only one day's food. Stopped three 
miles back on IXroonstad road. I want help 
to get out without great loss.” 

It was in such circumstances that 
General Colvile took the decision for 
which he has been visited with so appal- 
ling a punishment—the termination in 
disgrace of his career as a soldier. Let 
me invite the House to consider the 
facts as he knew them, and his concep- 
tion of the circumstances. He had 
definite orders to be at various places 
on certain days. He was told above all 
to beat Heilbron on 29th May, andit was 
never explained to him why. He knew 
he was hurried away from Ventersburg 
without waiting for the necessery 
mounted men: he knew that the first 


line of the army was within. striking 
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distance of the Vaal River; he knew 
that Heilbron had been occupied by 
General Ian Hamilton; he knew it 
was the depot for General 
foree, and he knew that he himself 
was only rationed to arrive at Heilbron. 
It was natural to suppose from the 
precise orders which he had received. 
and from the peremptory haste with 
which he was sent off, that he was 
acting in a concerted and definite move- 
ment of which his force formed a part, 
and it was natural that he should 
suppose that General Hamilton would 
be detained at Heilbron until his arrival, 
just as he himself had been detained 


also 


at the precisely similar depot and rail- | 


way terminus of Wynburg in precisely 


analogous circumstances. It was natural | 
to believe that, and the proof that he | 


did believe it. if proof be needed, is 
that he sent a message from Lindley 
to Heilbron 


men whom he _— believed to have 
gone there should be sent to him. | 


as he was in need of them. That mes- 
sage Heilbron, 
General Colvile’s supposition was wreng. 
He was not taking part in a combined 
movement. General Hamilton had left 
Heilbron, and when General Colvile 
got near it it, was occupied by the Boers. 
Still Tsubmit that his was a natural sup- 
position. No doubt a general is expected 
to exercise discretion in caurrving out his 
orders, but he can only exereise discretion 
if he is material 
He cannot exercise discretion if he is not 
told what general plan is being followed. 
and to what result he is contributing. 
If he is given the orders of a subaltern 
he can only act as a subaltern. In the 
second place. | think it will be recognised 
that, in the any contrary 
instructions or intimation, General Col- 
vile had a knowledge of facts which 
compelled him to regard it as necessary 
that he should be at Heilbron on the 
29th May whatever it might cost, because 


never reached because 


given for doing so. 


absenee ot 


everything pointed to the necessity et | 
his being there if Lord Roberts's plans | 


were to be carried out. It was im pos- 


sible for him to be there on 29th May-| 


As al 


if he went back to Lindley. 
matter of fact, he only reached Heilbron 


late in the evening of the 29th, after | 


a good deal of fighting. It must be 
remembered that his force of intantry- 
men had only two days’ rations, that 
Mr. Charles Douglas. 


‘COMMONS} 


Rundle’s | 


asking that the mounted | 
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|they were provisioned only to Heilbron 
| by direct route, that his ambulances 
| were overflowing. that his ammunition 
was short, and that his oxen were dying 
/on the road. It may be possible to take 
|the view that he should have compro- 
mised the safety of his own force by 


going to the assistance of valuable 
mounted men. because mounted men 


were recognised by everyone as of the 
greatest importance. Granting that, 
however, [ think the House will come 
to the conclusion that the view he had 
formed was perfectly intelligible and 
just, and I believe would commend itself 
in all the circumstances to military men. 
Moreover,’ in view of the circumstances 





and of what he believed to be Lord 
Roberts's intentions. he was bound to 
lead his force out, and that was his 


decision. He wrote to Colonel Spragge 
explaining his position, and advising 
him to retire on Kroonstad. Colonel 
Spragge had not said that he could not 
retire, but that he could retire with 
It was General Colvile’s view that 
he could retire, and he sent a message 
|advising him to do so. 1 do not know 
whether that reached 
Colonel Spragge or not, we know so 
little of the circumstances. ‘Three mes- 
; Sengers were sent to carry the inessage, 
but they were intercepted by the Boers, 
and a fourth messenger got to the rail- 
way in the evening, but whether Colonel 
Spragge actually received the message 
or not do not know. As | have spoken 
of the Yeomanry I should like to say, 
in case there might be any misunder- 
standing. that I, for my part, do not 
wish to impute any blame to the Yeo- 
manry who surrendered. ‘The cireum- 
stances were fully stated in a manner 
very gratifying to the House by the 
right hon. Gentleman. It must be 
remembered that they were summoned 
to Lindley, and that they believed that 
General Colvile had telegraphed for 
them. They received a telegram asking 
them to come to Lindley, a telegram 
which was afterwards proved to have 
heen forged by the Boers, because it 
purported to have left Lindley before 
General Colvile arrived there. They 
believed they had been summoned to 
Lindley: they were therefore perfectly 
/entitled to expect help, and_ they 
were bound to remain. I do not pose 
as a military expert, but it should be 
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remembered in any judgment formed 
of the Yeomanry that they surrendered, | 
not because they could not in the first 
instance have escaped, but because they 
would not escape. as they considered 
that that would mean that they had 
failed to do what had been expected of 
them. IL desire the House, however, 
to believe that this action of General 
Colvile’s is not merely a case of a selfish, 
callous, unchivalrous disregard of other 
men. [ submit that hon. Members 
should remove from their minds any 
erroneous impression of that kind which 
would prejudice them against the demand 
for an inquiry. 

I have very little more to add, and 
| apologise to the House for having 
troubled it at such length. The 
question I submit is whether in the case 
that | have laid before the House there 
is not something that demands inquiry. 
I fully admit the right of the Comman- 
der-in-Chief to control the discipline of 
the Army, but that is a right which, 
like every other right. is to be 


exer- 
cised subject to the control, the 
criticism, the censure of this House. 
The responsibility tor its exer- 
cise rests primarily and finally with 


us, because it is a right which is 
derived from those whom we represent 
in this House. and [ am bound to say 
that | think that the House cannot rid 
itself of the responsibility for seeing that 
Justice is done to the soldier whose 
honour and fortunes are placed in its 
hands to-night, without any reserve or 


doubt or hesitation. I ask hon. 
Members to consider whether — it 
would be in accord with our. best 


sense of justice and equal rights to 
retry a man already acquitted, to 
condemn a man an accusation of 
which he was never informed, and to 
punish him on evidence which 
never been allowed to 
It must be remembered that this 
is not merely a ease of disciplinary 
regulation of the Army. It is not 
merely a case of not offering employ- 
ment to a general out of employ- 
ment. ‘This is the removal of a soldier 
irom his comp@&nd, and that is punish- 
ment —punishment which it is im- 


on 


he has 
challenge. 


possible for any words of mine to 
txaggerate. What greater punishment 


could you inflict on a man! You take 
trom him in one act his career and his | 
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reputation with every circumstance of 
contumely and disgrace. He has worked 
all his life for his profession and the 
goodwill of his fellow countrymen. You 
deprive him of both without even the 
form of a trial. Who is thisman! He 
is a soldier who has given to the arms 
of this country thirty years of brilliant 
service. He served you in the Nile 
campaign in 1884, and his name will 
be found mentioned to his honour in 
the despatches on El Teb and Tamai. 
On many occasions he was the only 
white man in charge of black troops on 
difficult expeditions, and twice he was 
sent single-handed to deal with mutinous 
or doubtful black troops. He fought in 
Burma and in the Toka expedition, and 
he rendered to the Imperial policy of 
this country in Uganda services of which 
| have heard those who were in charge 
of the foreign affairs of this country 
at the time speak in terms of grateful 
admiration. He is a scientific soldier 
who was appointed only a few years 
ago as umpire at the manceuvres on 
Salisbury Plain. [An Hon. MEMBER 
laughed.| I am merely showing that to 
a man who had a first-rate position in 
the Army is being meted out punishment 
which could not be given to a common 
soldier in the ranks. Only once in these 
thirty years has he been the subject of 
an accusation. In 1885 he was accused 
by Major Kitchener of murdering § six 
natives. The charge was investigated 
and was found to be devoid of foundation. 
Consider what his record is in the present 
war. He was sent to South Africa in 
charge of the Brigade of Guards. He 
served under Lord Methuen at Belmont, 
at the Modder River, and at Magers- 
fontein, and he referred to in 
despatches again and again in terms 
of the highest praise. Lord Methuen 


was 


writes in one of his despatches (to 
select one case only out of many): 
* Major-General Colvile has already 


gained my entire confidence: nothing 
is ever likely to shake his coolness.” 
Lord Roberts appointed General Colvile 
to command the Ninth Division, and 
during the following three weeks he 
was actively engaged in the operations 


which culminated at Paardeberg. In 
relation to that victory h‘s country- 


men are under a debt of gratitude to 
General Colvile, of which, I believe, 
they are not sufficiently aware. for 1 
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have the high authority of Lord Roberts 
for urging that it was General Colvile 
who counselled and devised the brilliant 
attack of 27th February, by which a 
doubtful and critical position was turned 
into a decisive and fruitful victory. This 
is the man whose counsel and decision 
won the battle of Paardeberg — the 
greatest and most comprehensive victory 
in the campaign—and the right hon. 
Gentleman has devised for him a fitting 
reward, 

Is it well that this officer should 
be punished untried!) That is the 
question which I place before the House. 
1 am bound to say that I feel myself 
completely justified in having raised this 
question, when | reflect on the con- 
fusion and uncertainty which have been 
displayed—the vacillation of the War 
Office and then its blundering — precipi- 
taney—the puzzled consternation with 
which the country has regarded the right 
hon. Gentleman's proceedings. and the 
dismay with which the Army has viewed 
the somewhat rudimentary conception of 
justice which he has lately unfolded with 
so much simplicity. Let me repeat once 
more that the discipline of the Army 
must be despotic, but 1 submit that the 
more despotic the administration the 
more necessary is it that your actions 
should be wise and just. [| am not so 
foolish as not to recognise the difficulty 
of challenging a decision arrived at by a 
brilliant and experienced Minister, espe- 
cially when it is supported, as we are 
given to understand it is supported, by 
a Commander-in-Chief whom the people 
of this country regard with a gratitude 
admiration of which I shall 


and an 

not presume to say more than this 
that they have been earned over and 
over again not) only by his heroic 
services, but by the noble example of 
his lite. Yet I do so appeal in this 


House of Commons from this exercise 
of their despotic authority, to a des- 
potism that is above all despotism. and 
an authcrity that .s over every authority 

to the great necessity to which the 
mind of every man in this House will 


bow, that justice and fair play shall | 


guide our decisions and govern our 
actions. 

That is all | have to say. | thank 
the House for its consideration. and 
perhaps | may be allowed to submit 
one request to it. Lam sure that in the 


Mr. Charles Douglas. 


(COMMONS} 











fray Estimates. 1264 
minds of some hon. Members there must 
be some doubt as to the propriety of my 
action in raising this matter, and it is 
still more certain that by the manner in 
which | have done it, | may have given 
offence to those whom I would not 
willingly offend; well, let all that be 
my business. I beg hon. Members not 
to allow any mistakes of judgment on 
my part to prejudice them against the 
gallant and distinguished soldier whose 
Case | have laid before the House. 

Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, 8.): | 
cannot keep silent when an appeal has 
been put the House to obtain 
justice for a distinguished constituent of 
mine. We appeal for a full and a fair 
inquiry. | by the professional 
questions, which may be more fittingly 
referred to the court of inquiry which 
we are appealing to the House ot 
Commons to support us in demanding. 
and | will only eall attention to the very 
anomalous position in which the whole 
question is placed by the fact that it had 
already been investigated by the right 


before 


pass 


hon. Gentleman's predecessor and the 
distinguished officer who recently held 
the position of Conmander-in-Chiet. A 
decision was arrived at by these two dis 
tinguished centlemen. Then there was 
a change in the officials of the War 
Office. and with that change there came a 
practical reversal of the decision, without 
any reference to the man chiefly affected. 
I appeal to this distinguished assembly 
to support us in asking for this inquiry. 
We do not want to prejudge the case, but 
| think with the hon. Gentleman 
opposite that there is a prima facie case 
for a full, fair, and open inquiry. — If the 
decision ot the right hon. Gentleman is 
proved to be correct. then the country 
will be satisfied. and if it is proved 
to be wrong an injustice wil. fhe 
removed from a distinguished officer. 
and the House will have the satistaction 
of knowing that justice has been done. 
The case has raised a great deal of feeling 
outside the House. Ino my ownt con- 
stituency petitions have been very largely 
signed asking for an inquiry, and ™ 
many parts of the country doubts have 
arisen as to the justice of the decision et 
the War Office. [appeal to hon. Member 
to listen with fair and calm minds to both 
sides, and to judge without prejudice. and 


[think they will see that there is a strong 


case indeed for an inquiry. 
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Amendment proposed 


* To leave out from the word ‘That. to the 


end of the Question, in order to add the words | 


‘in the opinion of this House, the public in- | 
terest requires that a complete and immediate | 
inquiry be made into all the circumstances ! 
connected with the removal from his command 


at Gibraltar of AY General Sir Henry Col- 
vile, K.C.M.G., C.B.2 instead thereof.” —(I/r, 
Charles Douglas.) 

(Question proposed, “That the words | 


proposed to be left out stand part of the | 
(Juestion.”” | 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Mr. Speaker, T am 
sure that those who have listened to the 
two speeches of the hon. Gentlemen in 
support of the Amendment on this very 
delicate subject will be glad that the 
question has fallen into hands at once so 
capable and so moderate, because I think 
it is very important that we should dis- | 
cuss questions of this kind with the | 
dignity which befits an assembly like the | 
[ confess that my | 
own feelings in the matter are partly | 
feelings of relief and partly of regret 

relief because of opportunity of con 
great’) omanv — statements | 
which have appeared about this case, | 
and from what the hon. Member has 
said apparently a considerable amount 
of misapprehension prevails ; but much 
more of regret because the motion which 
has been made makes it necessary for me 
to say things which I would rather have 
left unsaid about an officer who in the 
past has had an honourable career in Her 
Majesty's service. T do not say it in any 
way as a reproach to the hon. Members, 
hut it is noticeable that this case should 
have fallen into the hands of two hon. 
Members neither of whom has any special 
knowledge of the eampaign in South 
Africa, and neither of whom has any mili- 
tary experience ; and IT note that the more 
hecause the House of Commons has a 
large number of Members at this moment 
who fulfil those conditions. I am sure 
the House will not complain if, as 
| am foreed to discuss the question, I 
tell the House the truth, and the whole 
truth, with regard to it. As far as I am 


concerned, I have saothing to apologise | 
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which a great deal has been said. and 
| therefore if I did not contradict further 
misconception might possibly be pro- 
duced, The first is that in this recon- 
sideration of Sir Henry Colvile’s case | 
acted on my own initiative and responsi- 
bility, without the advice of the military 
authorities who are bound to advise me 
I shall show thet 
this is absolutely the reverse of the fact. 
The second point, which | would not 


in the circumstanees. 


have referred to if it had = not 
played a part in’ the — statement 
of General Colvile himself. is — the 
suggestion that the particular corps 


which was the subject of the Lindley 
inquiry—namely, the Yeomanry—had 
some special form of influence which it 
brought to bear, and which had in some 
way affected the decision. I think it 
due to that corps tO say ] should not 
think it necessary to say it on my own 
behalf to the House that no member 
of the corps, any friend of the corps, or 


pany one directly or indirectly connected 
}with the corps had ever in any way 


approached me—or, so far as Dam aware, 
any member of the War Office —on the 
subject. They suffered severely in action, 
They felt, as all Englishmen would feel, 
the fate which fell upon them acutely ; 
and they took their beating and subse- 
quent hardships like soldiers. They 
never, so far as T am aware, attempted 
to get any interference on their behalf 
or any consideration of their case except 
such as the military authorities would 
naturally give to it. 

I will mention briefly as I 
what were the points which brought 
Lord Roberts's censure on General 
Colvile. The first was the action at 
Sanna’s Post on 3ist March last vear. 
I will recapitulate in a few words what 
the position was at Sanna’s Post when 
General Colvile and his command 
arrived there. General Broadwood, with 
the cavalry brigade and horse artillery, 
had been attacked by the enemy in 
the neighbourhood of haba  Nelinu., 
about twenty miles to the east of 
Sanna’s Post. General Broadwood on 


ean 


its 











for in the course which has been taken by | the day before the action at Sanna s 
the War Office with regard to the late) Post was warned about eleven oclock 
proceedings against Sir Henry Colvile. that a force of Boers was advancing 

I should like to clear away two miscon-| upon him. His outposts were about 


ceptions whieh have not found their way seven miles out, and they were told to 
into the speeches this evening, but about hold the Boers as best they could. He 
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telegraphed to Lord Roberts that he} mand, consisting of about 4,000° fresh 
intended to fall back on the waterworks, | troops, arrived at Bushman’s Kop, 
and he proceeded to hold the Boers at a | situated about two and a half miles from 
distance while his convoy got into line| the post where General Broadwood was 
of march and fought its way to the water-| then drawn up. [am not now talking 
works at Sanna’s Post. The effect of | of anything that is in dispute, and any- 
that was that the convoy arrived there | thing that I have to state to the House, 
during the night, and General Broad | either as to this action or that at Lindley, 
wood and his cavalry found his way to) will not) be, so far as Tam aware, 
bivouae at three o'clock in the morning of a character that is disputed — by 
ot the 31st. Before dawn came, how- General Colvile. | propose to lay on 
ever, the Boer guns opened on the whole the Table of the THlouse, after | have 
bivouae and from the neighbouring | quoted from it, the explanation which 
hills. [have never myself been in such | General Colvile himself gave. General 
w position, but hon. Members who have | Colvile arrived at Bushman’s Kop at 
been are aware that whatever may be) about eleven o'clock. At that moment 
done extreme confusion is certain to) the position was as I have stated, but 
result—shells bursting among a number | what remained of General Broadwood’s 
of natives and horses and mules stam-)| force was then within two and a halt 
peding. The consequence was that | niles of him, and also on the Bloem- 
General Broadwood’s convoy was in the! fontein side of the spruit, At = that 
greatest’ confusion ; he despatched two | moment the guns which had been taken 
batteries of horse artillery and mounted had not yet been moved off, and as far 
infantry to protect the convey, and) as [ myself ean make out, from what 
himself went with the cavalry to make, [ have read and heard officially on the 
head against the enemy. Without subject, those guns were not removed 
General Broadwood's knowledge the until between twelve and one o'clock 
Boers had seized a spruit whieh had to/ in the day. 

he crossed by the convoy. They seized 

the convoy as it came across, and they; Mr. YERBURGIL (Chester): Tam 
seized one gun after another, and a| very sorry to interrupt my right hon, 
most desperate struggle ensued, The! friend, but he said that he was not 
horse artillery managed to get out) making any statement disputed — by 
somehow and save five of their guns by | General Colvile. But General Colvile 
an amount of hard fighting. persever- distinctly traverses the statement that 
ance, and courage which I do not sup-! these guns were not removed until 
pose has been surpassed in any action | between twelve and one. 

in the war. But General Broadwood, 

when he fell back, found the remnant) *Mr. BRODRICK : [extremely regret 
of his horse artillery and mounted ine) that T have to make this admission 
fantry in dire difficulties. He had him- General Colvile did not take the means 
self to fight his way across the spruit, toascertain where the guns were, and the 
voing some miles down, and after a) evidence Iam obliged to give on that 
very serious further opposition from the) point is that of the other officers, who 
enemy he made his way to the near, were in a position to give it. 1 was 
side of the spruit at Bloemfontein and) aware that General Colvile disputed that 
hegan to draw up his scattered forces. those guns had not been removed, but 
That was at eleven o'clock on the 31st., | was not aware that he disputed that 
General Broadwood had then been they were not removed until between 
marching and fighting without inter- twelve and one. 

mission, except for an hour and a half, | 

from eleven o'clock on the preceding Mr. YERBURGH: 1 think it is in 
day. His horses and his men had not | his evidence. 

heen fed since four o'clock on the previous | 

day and were all in a state of exhaustion. | *Mr. BRODRICK : General Colvile’s 
They had lost about one-third of their) own explanation was, that on arriving at 
strength, seven of their guns. and the) Bushman’s Kop he was informed that 
whole of their baggage. That was the General Broadwood’s brigade was then 
moment when General Colvile’s) com- forming up about two miles to the east- 


Mr. Lrodrick. 
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ward, He at once sent his Deputy 
Assistant Adjutant Genera], Captain 


Ruggles-Brise, to General Broadwood | 


with a message that he wished to see him. 
On his return Captain Ruggles-Brise 


reported that General Broadwood re- | 
plied that he was too tired to come. | 
said | 


* Under ordinary circumstances,” 


General Colvile, “| should have taken 


serious notice of such an answer, but as | 
I gathered that under the circumstances | 
General | 


in which he found himself, 
Broadwood appeared to be completely 
broken down and incapable of co-opera- 
tion, I thought it better to let it pass.” 
Lord Roberts subsequently had occasion 
to comment on what appears to me to be 
an extraordinary narrative. The general 
whom he had sent to relieve General 
Broadwood and assist him. being himself 
two and a half miles from the scene of 
action, sent to General Broadwood an 
order to leave his troops, which were 
still in touch with the enemy, while there 


was still firing going on, in order to come | 


two and a half miles to the rear to confer 
with General Colvile as to what was to 
be done. Lord Roberts thought it an 
action which was in itself a mistake, and 
he thought that in the situation in 


which General Broadwood found himself | 


he wax amply justified in refusing to 
leave his troops. I would sooner not 
have to inform the House what fol 
lowed. General Colvile appears to have 
taken. as his own words show, serious 
exception to General Broadwood’s_ be- 
haviour. Even in his own account to 
Lord Roberts he practically takes credit 
that he did not immediately call to 
account from a disciplinary standpoint 
the officer who was commanding these 
hungry and wearied men still fighting 
with the enemy. But it is almost im- 
possible to realise the state of mind 
which caused General Colvile to take the 
action he did after eleven o'clock that 
day. At a moment when information 


as to the enemy's position was of the | 


highest value. when he himself has 
admitted that it was imperative that he 
and General Broadwood should come 
together. on General Broadwood's ex- 
plaining that he was unable to leave his 


troops General Colvile made no further | 
effort whatever to come into touch with | 


him. At an hour of the day when every 
moment was of importance with regard 
to the rescue of the guns, General Colvile. 
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| by his own account, waited till nearly 
| two o clock without taking any steps in 
any direction whatever. At the moment 
when it was of the utmost importance 
that by bringing forward these fresh 
troops he should do what he could to 
restore confidence, he left General Broad- 
wood's shattered force severely alone ; 
and finally, without receiving any further 
indication from General Broadwood as 
to his situation, he marched his troops 
in another direction. General Colvile 
states that he had no intimation of 
the suggestion which Brigadier General 
Broadwood reports, that a direct advance 
on the spruit offered the best chance of 
assistance. Whichever way that. state- 
ment cuts, it cuts, T fear, against General 
Colvile. General Broadwood states that 
he made that intimation. If he did not 
make it. then General Colvile neither 
knew what General Broadwood wished 
him to do, nor took pains to find it out. 
As between two generals in the field 
within two and a half miles of one 
another, one of whom possessed informa- 
tion but the other did not, that conduct 
seemed to Lord Roberts. and will seem. 
I think, to the House. very extraordinary. 
The result—the net result of these opera- 
tions was this. that. after having lett the 
men he had been sent to help without 
assistance. General Colvile  blundered 
about with his force--when I use that 
word [| mean he moved without proper 
guidance to show him where to go—until 
dark. when his men were wearied out : 
and after they had marched) twenty- 
three miles evening came on, and in the 
meantime the Boers had carried off the 
guns quietly and unmolested. Lord 
Roberts considered that he had shown a 
want of enterprise in this matter, which 
had the worst possible effect on those 
whom he had to lead and those whom he 
had to relieve. One at least of the 
brigadiers finally endeavoured to. get 
General Colvile where he ought to have 
marched straight up to the enemy. 


Mr. YERBURGIL: What 
opinion ef the other general with Sir 
Henry Colvile ? 

*Mr. BRODRICK : | do not think. Sir 
I am in possession of the other general's 
opinion. I have seen in General Colvile’s 
own handwriting, in a letter that was 
not marked private, that he was not in 
the habit of taking the opinions of his 


was the 
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subordinates. As the result of what 
happened, General Colvile lost Lord 


Roberts's confidence. Lord Roberts had 
not an opportunity tor some time of hear- 
ing all the facts. General Broadwood’s 
report did not reach him for three weeks 
afterwards. General Colvile’s reply to 
General Broadwood did not reach him 
for a much longer period. and meantime 
Lord Roberts thought the best course 
was to take General Colvile away from the 
division and send him further back with a 
less command ; and he awaited, with that 
moderation which has always distin- 
guished him, the full knowledge of the 
event before he finally dealt with General 
Colvile’s Unfortunately. before 
that occurred ¢ fresh incident had taken 
place. [donot want to labour any of the 
incidents. General Colvile says he did 
know the Yeomanry were coming, and 
that he himself started on his mareh in 
the firm belief that his duty was simply to 
contine himself 


*Mr.e CHARLES DOUGLAS : I do not 
think | said, and I did not intend to say, 
he did not know the Yeomanry were 
coming. What he did not know was 
that they would come by that route. 
Ile expected, reasonably. that they would 
vo by another route. 

*Mr. BRODRICK : 
of the telegrams are quite immaterial to 
the case T have to present to the House. 
which is of the simplest character. 
Ceneral Colvile marched trom Lindley 
on 27th May. Wheu he had got to a point 
which the hon. Member calls twenty-three 
mules off. but is called by others eighteen 
miles, he received this from 
Colonel Spragge. which he himself quotes: 


Case. 


All these questions 


‘ssSacC 
Nessa Le 


“Colonel Spragge to General Colville. 
Found no one in Lindley but Boers. Five 
luindred men and only one day's food. Have 
stopped three miles back on the Kroonstad 
road. We want help to get out without great 
loss.—-(Signed) B. SPRAGGE, Colonel.” 
Colvile received that message 


Ceneral 


early on the morning of May 2&th. As 
to whether General Colvile | should 


have gone forward or back, that is a 
question with which | think military 
men are more fitted to deal than any of us 
who have not military experience. But 
| can say only this--that General Colvile 
was eighteen. twenty. or twenty-three 
miles from the scene of action, that he got 
this demand from a body of troops un- 
doubtedly in difficulties. and that he had 


Mr, Brodrick, 
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no means of knowing that they could 
get out of them without surrender. 
Other generals took a different course 
from his. Lord Methuen, who was  forty- 
four miles away, marched forty-four 
miles in twenty-seven hours in try- 
ing to relieve the Yeomanry. General 
Rundle, who was forty-five miles off. 
threw himself on the Boers in front of 
him in an attempt to draw them off 
Lindley. He ineurred a loss of 150 men, 
and even then he could not get through. 
The one man who sent back a message 
to this earnest appeal that Colonel 
Spragge was to find his way out of his 
difficulties as best he could was the only 
officer in the Army who twice within 
eight weeks left a body of troops in diffi- 
culties without making the slightest effort 


to relieve them. There is a French 
maxim to which the great) Napoleon 
expected his generals to conform 


Marcher toujours feu. That is 
the maxim of our Army for all time. 
It has always been the maxim of our 
Army that when a hody of your own 
troops are in’ difficulties vou must go 
straight for them. 

I will state as briefly as 
why. when he had 
consequence of these operations. Lord 
Roberts found it necessary to raise the 
question again. Lord Wolseley looked 
into the question und made a recommen 
dation to Lord Lansdowne. He thought 
that General Colvile should be allowed te 
return to Gibraltar. But there were two 
points which had altered. The first was 
that when the court of inquiry with re 
gard to Lindley came before me at. the 
beginning of December it) was clearly 
proved that Colonel Spragge’s surrender 
was not due to any default: of Colonel 
Spragge himself: that he eould never 
have got out of his own difficulties ; that 
he had done all that man could do. and 
that he and those who were with him 
were guiltless of any lack of military 
talent in surrender. But 
there was another point. As far as | 
was concerned, T did not take up this 
question, as has been suggested. as a mere 


au 


possible 


come home Ith 


having to 


question of seizing on something and 
then framing a charge against an 
officer already tried. The result of the 
inquiry was brought before me by the 
acting Commander-in-Chief, Sir Evelyn 
Wood, who made various recommenda- 
tions. ‘Ll saw by the official Papers that 
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though Lord Wolseley had made a recom- 
mendation to Lord Lansdowne, and had 
before him an official report as to General 
Colvile’s conduct in the field by Lord 
Roberts, yet Lord Wolseley had never 
communicated with Lord Roberts, and 
had never asked his opinion as_ to 
whether the employment of General 
(olvile in the field being deemed to 
be undesirable. his employment at 
home was not also undesirable. It seems 
to me that there was no opinion on 
that point so important as the opinion 
of Lo d Roberts, under whom Genera 
Colvile had served. I was asked by the 
hon. Member to say directly, did Lord 
Roberts know. before he arrived at 
(Gibraltar, that General Colvile was to be 
removed ! Most unquestionably he did. 
On Sir Evelyn Wood's making this 
recommendation, 1 telegraphed to Lord 
Roberts and mentioned to him that the 
effect of the court of inquiry at Lindley 
seemed to bear upon General Colvile’s 
position, and I asked him for his opinion. 
He stated his opinion unhesitatingly in 
agreement with that of the Acting 
Commander-in-Chief. that General Colvile 
should not be allowed to retain his 
position at Gibraltar. I had no alterna- 
tivein the matter. I know that I took a 
responsibility in regard to it ; but I put 
it to the House, should I not have taken 
a much greater responsibility if, in face 
of the recommendations of the man 
under whom General Colvile had served 
and the ofticer who advised me at home, 
I had retained him in a command which, 
in their opinion, it was not desirable he 
should fill? The Secretary of State 
has the power, of course, of over-riding 
all his military advisers ; hut I do not 
think that the House of Commons 
will hold that, as a rule, in such 
eases, he would be wise in doing. so. 
What I did was to direct that. in the 
circumstances. General Colvile should 
be communicated with quietly and 
should be given an opportunity of resign- 
ing. The hon. Member said that was 
compulsory resignation. 
heen; but it would have proceeded from 


Supply 


not have been necessary to call public 
attention to it. If General Colvile had 
intimated his desire to resign his com- 
mand at Gibraltar, no further notice of 
any kind would have been taken. 


*Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS: My point 
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is that that is not voluntary which one 
is compelled to do. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The question is 
whether a public stigma would have been 
put upon General Colvile. ‘That is what 
{ wished to avoid. After that General 
Colvile’s action cannot be defended by 
anyone. He left for England. He did 
not avail himself of his right of appcal to 
the Commander-in-Chief. He made no 
representation to the War Office. He 
immediately published what he called a 
justification, but which consisted rather 
of an attack upon the staff officers in the 
Transvaal ; and which also included, | 
regret to say, what appeared to be some 
ungene:ous sneers against the cavalry 
whom he had found it impossible to 
relieve. And obviously it is impossible 
that officers, whether on the Full-pay 


| List or the Half-pay List, should be 


allowed to make reflections on their 
superiors as General Colvile did. He 
was placed on retired pay, and any 
officer who follows his example will 
necessarily share the same fate. 

I will just say distinetly what is Lord 
Roberts's opinion with regard to General 
Colvile’s position. 1 will say, first, that 
Lord Wolseley by no means exoneratcd 
him when he allowed him to go back to 
Gibraltar. On the contrary, he stated 
his view in rcgard to Sanna’s Post, that 
whether he coula have captured the guns 


or not he ought to have tried. Lord 
Roberts stated that, in his opinion, 
on two occasions in the field Gene- 


ral Colvile had shown a want of for- 
wardness, of enterprise, and of sound 
judgment which are essential qualifica- 
tions for a command. He considered 
that in twice leaving a bedy of cavalry in 
difficulties he set an example which, if 
followed, would be fatal to an army in th 
field. Other circumstances had come to 
Lord Roberts’s notice in which General 
Colvile’s relations with his subordinates 


‘and the absence of sufficient control and 


supervision in his command, were such 


/as to seriously impair the confidence 


It may have | 


which troops should have in their leaders. 


Fade 1 ¢ C | I make that statement by Lord Roberts's 
General Colvile himself; and it would | 


desire. Under these conditions Lord 
Roberts felt that the retention of Generel 
Colvile in his command at Gibraltar, 
being in principle indefensible, would 
have a prejudicial effect on the army in 
South Africa, and, in agreeing that he 
should not be retained in command, Lord 
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ayes) Adjournment of 


Roberts considered that even then he 
would be dealt with much more leniently 
than would have been the case had he 
been brought to a court-martial for his 
conduct at Sanna’s Post and Lindley. I 
am myself strongly in favour, where 
possible, of bringing an officer to a court- 
martial ; but I am not at all convinced 
that, if this House does not accept the 
views of Lord Roberts, Sir Evelyn Wood, 
Lord Kitchener, and other officers of that 
character, it will more readily accept the 
views of ofticers of less distinction who 
may preside over the court-martial. 

I would like to say one word as to my 
own actionin the matter. IT have had to 
remove a considerable number of officers 
on different grounds. Those officers 
mostly have no high connections, no 
powerful friends, no access to the press, 
but their career is every bit as important 
to them, and the tragedy of the loss of 
their position is every bit as great as that 
of the highest placed officer in the Army. 
In this case there is no private pressure 
which could be exerted upon me which 


has not been exerted. There is no degree | 


of false statement in the press which has 
not been made in certain organs ; there 
has been a continuous stream of attempts 
to influence, corruptly as I consider, the 
judgment of those who were forced to 
come to a decision against a general who 
had this distinction only as compared 
with other officers—that he had occupied 
the unique position of commanding the 
Brigade of Guards. Iam willing to take 
any odium on myself in such matters, but 
I will not give way to this sort of clamour. 
I will not accept the view that because a 
man has powerful friends he is to be 
retained in a command for which nearly 
every man who served in South Africa, 
knowing that he had been sent home for 
incapacity in the field, considered him 
unfit. To that I will stand, whether ] 
am attacked or applauded. whether I am 
criticised or encouraged, whether I am 
followed or not followed. So long as 1 
hold the position IT now hold these things 
shall not be done with impunity. Lord 
Roberts has received every distinction 
that a man can receive from a grateful 
Sovereign and from his fellow-country- 
men, but all those decorations that have 
heen so fitly worn and all those high titles 


so nobly won would be as travesty and | 


tinsel if they are not to be accompanied 
by the confidence of his fellow-country- 
men with respect to his decision as to 
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| comrades with Whom he has served in the 
profession to which he has given his life. 
It is for that reason that I earnestly beg 
the House to put confidence in the 
Government in these matters. 

I hope the hon. Member will not thinkit 
necessary todivideonthismotion. Ishould 
regret the acceptance of it more than any 
motion that could be put before the House 
at thismoment. [ask the House to have 
some confidence in the Commander-in- 
Chief, and not to open the door more 
widely to proposals of this character, and 
to remember that if these decisions are to 
be made the subject of continued discus- 
sion in this House, they must militate 
against the discipline of the Army, and 
are not likely to add to the credit of 
the House of Commons. 


It being midnight. the debate stood 


adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


SUPPLY [47TH Marcu}. 

Resolutions reported :— 

NAVY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 

1900-1901. 

1. “ That an additional number of 
men and boys, not exceeding 600, be 
employed for the Sea and Coast Guard 
Services for the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1901.” 

2. “ That an additional sum, not ex 
ceeding £1,250,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, for additional Expenditure on the 


following Navy Services, viz. : 
Vote 1. Wages, ete, of t 
Officers, ete. . 2 500 
Vote 2. Vietualling and 
Clothing for the Navy 84,000 
Vote 8. Shipbuilding, Re- 
pairs, Maintenance, 
etc. :— 
Section J. Personnel. 98,500 
Section If. Matériel .. 630,000 
Section LI. Contract 
Work .. 5, 207,000 
Vote 11. Miscellaneous 
Effective Services 230,000 
Total £1,250,000.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 12th Murch, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


WATFORD AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
BILL [H.L. |. 

Examiner’s Certificates of non-compli- 
ance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on 
Tuesday next. 


f PICCADILLY AND CITY RAILWAY BILL 
é [H.1.}. 

= A petition of Messrs. Banter and Com- 
: pany, of 12, Victoria Street, Westminster, 
* parliamentary agents, praying for leave 
© to present a petition of the Reverend 
John Fenwick Kitto, praying to be heard 
by counsel against the Bill, although the 
time limited by Standing Order No. 92 
for presenting such petition has expired ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; 
and Standing Order No. 92 to be con- 
sidered on Thursday next, in order to its 
being dispensed with in respect of the 
: said petition. 


a 

8 MILFORD DOCKS BILL [H.1.}. 

~ HARPENDEN DISTRICT GAS BILL 
[H.L. |. 


Read 24, 


HARROGATE WATER BILL [H.1.]. 

Standing Order No. considered 
: (according to order), and dispensed with 
. With respect to a Petition of Leeds Cor- 
. poration. Leave given to present the said 
"petition. 


92 


“ 


. AIRE AND CALDER NAVIGATION 
: BILL [H.L. |. 

CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL 
. [ H.L. |. 


CHESTER GAS BILL [H.1.]. 


CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY 
[H.L. ]. 


CITY AND SOUTH LONDON RAILWAY 
BILL (4.1. |. 


LLANELLY AND MYNYDD MAWR 
RAILWAY BILL [H.1.}. 


LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND 
COAST RAILWAY BILL [1.1]. 


NEWPORT (ISLE OF WIGHT) 


BILL 


GAS 


BILL [H.1. |. 
[FourtH SERIES. | 


VOL. XC. 
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SOUTH EASTERN AND LONDON, 
CHATHAM, AND DOVER RAILWAY 
BILL [h.1.], 


SOUTH ESSEX WATER BILL [u.1.]. 
Committed. The Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 
BATH GAS LIGHT AND COKE BILL 
(H.L. J. 
NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE AND GATES- 
HEAD GAS BILL [H.1.]. 
NEW SWINDON GAS BILL [H.t. ]. 
SHREWSBURY GAS BILL [B#.1.}. 
Committed. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


GOLD COAST. 

Correspondence relating to the Ashanti 

War, 1900. 
COLONIES (ANNUAL). 

No. 317. Jamaica, Report for 1899- 
1900. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

No. 2560. Spain (1899). 


MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 
AND VACCINATION (SCOTLAND). 
Forty-sixth Annual Report by the 

Registrar General in Scotland, for the 

year 1900; and Thirty-sixth Annual 

Report on Vaccination. 


BIRTHS, 


ARMY. 

Correspondence relative to the recall of 
Lieut.-General Sir H. E. Colvile, K.C.M.G., 
C.B. 

Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PIERS AND HARBOUR ACTS (PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS, SESSION 1901). 
Report by the Board of Trade of their 

proceedings under the General Pier and 

Harbour Act, 1861, and the General Pier 

and Harbour Act, 1861, Amendment Act. 


PHARMACY (IRELAND) 
1875 AND 1890. 

Order in Council, dated 7th March, 
1901, approving of a regulation made by 
the Pharmaceutical Society. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
BERWICKSHIRE COUNTY TOWN BILL. 

Order of the Day for the Second 
| Reading read. 

22 


ACTS, 
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*THeE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BALFour of BURLEIGH): My 
Lords, the circumstances under which 
this Bill is presented to the House are 
these: So long ago as 1692 Greenlaw 
was made the head burgh of the county 
of Berwick by an Act of the Scottish 
Parliament. About fifty years ago that 
was so far altered that ordinary courts 
are allowed to be held at Duns as well as 
at Greenlaw; but small debt courts 
and criminal cases tried by jury are kept 
at Greenlaw, and also at that place there 
are kept all the county records. The 
distribution of jurisdiction has been felt 
to be a great inconvenience. Duns is 
now much more accessible than Greenlaw 
by modern methods of communication, 
and is also a more important town. It 
is proposed, therefore, to transfer to Duns 
the records and all the Sheriff Court 
business, and to give it the status of head 
burgh. I believe there is no opposition 
to the Bill. It is, I know, supported by 
the county council, and I hope your Lord- 
ships will agree to pass it. 


Moved, “That the Bill be read a second 
time.” —(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2¢ 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Tuesday 
next. 


CREMATION BILL [1.1.1. 

Read 3° (according to order); an 

Amendment (privilege) made; Bill passed, 
and sent to the Commons. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

Report from the Committee of Selection 
proposing that the Lords following form 
the Parliamentary Panel of Members of 
this House to act as Commissioners under 
the Act, viz. :—- 

{. Mansfield. 

E. Camperdown, 

L. Clifford of Chudleigh. 
1. Torphichen. 

.. Belhaven and Stenton, 
L. Fairlie (2. Glusyow),. 


— 


Considered (according to order) and 
agreed to. 


House adjourned at 


twenty-tive 
minutes before 


Five of the 


clock, to Thursday next, half- 
past Ten of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 12th March, 1901. 


Another Member made and subscribed 
the Affirmation required by law. 
PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 63 

COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report 
from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
tor Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, Standing Order No. 
63 has been complied with, namely :— 


Golborne Gas Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


WOLVERHAMPTON 
WATER BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


CORPORATION 
(By ORDER.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now ead a second 
time.” 


*Mr. ALEXANDER BROWN (Shrop- 
shire, Wellington) said he regretted 
opposing the Second Reading of the Bill, 
because he was aware that the House 
was always anxious to get private Bill 
business out of the way as quickly as pos- 
sible, and that the general practice was 
to send private Bills to a Select Com- 
mittee. Had this been an ordinary case 
he thought that would have been the 
proper course to take, but he now pro- 
posed to move that the Bill be read 
a second time that day six months, 
vecause of exceptional circumstances. 
In most large towns it was obvious that 
the question of water supply was one of 
growing difficulty. He admitted that 
in some large towns the water supply 
must be considered to be a matter of 
public necessity, which should override 
private rights; but in this particular 
case there were circumstances which 
altered that presumption, which he 
would explain. The case of Wolver- 
hampton differed from that of many 
other towns, because by reason of legisla 
tion which had been passed they had 
had the opportunity of getting all the 
water they wanted, and there was no 
reason or necessity for them to come 
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to Parliament at present for powers. 
The facts were very simple. In 1892 
the House was engaged in considering 
a very large and magnificent scheme 
of water supply for Birmingham. As 
a Member of Parliament at that time, 
he remembered there was a great dis- 
cussion upon that Bill, and that the pro- 
posal to go to South Wales for water 
for Birmingham met with a great deal 
of discussion, and much was said for 
and against the scheme. During the 
passage of that Bill through the House, 
at the instance of Wolverhampton, a 


clause was inserted, giving power to 


Wolverhampton under the Birmingham 
Act of 1892 to obtain water on demand 
from the Birmingham Corporation. 
That was the position of the law now, 
and Wolverhampton would be able, 
when the werks were completed, to send 
in a requisition to Birmingham to get 
the water for its own population which 
it no doubt needed. They contended, 
therefore, that there was no need for 
Wolverhampton to come forward and 
ask for another independent supply 
when an enactment of the House had 
already given them the proper remedy. 
Betore going into the case itself, which 
was really very simple, he would refer to 
Clause 62 of the Birmingham Bill, which 
power to Wolverhampton to 
water on giving one years 
notice, and to demand a supply equal to 
25 gallons per head of the population, 
and the cost of such supply was a charge 
regulated on a four per cent. 
There was nothing in those provisions 
at all hard upon Wolver- 
hampton, and the proper step for 
them to take would be to proceed 
with the powers under the Act, and 
apply to Birmingham as soon as possible. 
There was no need for them to come to 
Shropshire and put down works which 
would undoubtedly do great damage 
to the county and to the works in the 
Borough of Wenlock, and under the cir- 


gave 


basis. 


onerous or 


‘cumstanees he thought the Bill ought 


not to be read a second time. Two reasons 
had been alleged why that Bill should be 
brought in as an alternative to the 
power that Wolverhampton already 
had to go to Birmingham. He had 
am extract from a speech by Mr. Alder- 
man Marston, reported in the Wid- 
land Evening News of Sth 


January 
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last, when the Chairman of the Water 
Company had been explaining his view 
of the matter, and had urged for con- 
sideration two facts which he said ought 
to bring him support for this Bill. The 
first was the timein which the supply was 
to be obtained, and the second the cost. 
Undoubtedly Wolverhampton wanted 
the water quickly, but he would point 
out that the Birmingham scheme could 
come into operation by 1902, and al- 
though there might be a delay, he 
thought that within two years, at any 
rate, the water would be in the neigh- 
bourhood of Wolverhampton. But this 
Bill provided five vears for works, and 
ten years for compulsory powers. ‘There- 
fore, if the element of time was to be 
considered it was obvious that by going 
to Birmingham they would get the 
water which Wolverhampton wanted 
quicker than by going for powers under 
this Bill. As to cost, he took Alder- 
man Marston's figures. That gentleman 
estimated that the cost of going to Bir- 
mingham would be £80,000. and that 
that would be the capital charge laid 
upon Wolverhampton. But by this Bill 
the capital charge that was going to be 
laid upon them was £200,000, There- 
fore, it there was anything to be said 
on the element of cost, it was obviously 
in favour of the Birmingham scheme. 
Therefore he thought that upon those 
points there was evidence that the Second 
feading of this Bill should not be agreed 
to, and if Wolverhampton wanted water 
it should hasten to give notice to 
Birmingham, and to get the water when 
Birmingham herself got it. His first 
contention was that if water was wanted 
Wolverhampton ought to put in 
force the powers of the Act of 1892, 
and that it was unfair to go to other 
quarters. As to the case of Shropshire 


against the Bill, that was a_ case 
which rested upon two — grounds. 


There were large interests which it was 
alleged would seriously be damaged by 
putting down works in their neighbour- 
hood. First there were the interests of 
the landowners, of the large proprietors, 
and the damage that would be done to 
their present water supply. Secondly, 
there were those who got their 
supply from some public authority. In 
explaining the Bill he would point out 


‘that certain works were to be put down, 


222 
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and certain wells were to be sunk in the 
red sandstone, or upper Bunter bed, 
which would inevitably affect all the 
wells in the neighbourhood. The Wol- 
hampton Corporation had already a 
well there, which it was known had 
already had a very considerable effect upon 
the underground water in the district, 
and now they had been told that Wolver- 
hampton was coming for further powers 
to put down new wells in the same 
locality. Therefore when pumping was 
going on they would find that all the 
water necessary for their supply would 
be taken from them, and they would 
have no remedy. In addition, there was 
the public supply for the borough ot 
Wenlock. where at great cost a well had 
been put down, and it had been charged 
upon the rates. That well supplied a 
large number of parishes. and the 
effect of the new wells would be to 
empty and drain it. and consequently 
all the works that had been put down, 
for which £20,000 had been already 
borrowed, would become worthless. The 
House was now asked to sanction a new 
scheme which would ruin the Wenlock 
supply. and the ratepayers’ money would 
bethrown away. Thelaw onthe subject 
might be explained as follows: If A were 
to dig a well to get water. and B were to 
dig beside it. and B’s well drained A’s 
well, then A would have no remedy at 
law. The only remedy of A would be for 
him to dig deeper than B's well. But who 
was going to enter into competition with 
the Wolverhampton Corporation? The 
consequence was that in law there was 
no remedy whatever. The whole ques 
tion was whether in allowing this Bill 
to go forward great damage should be 
done and no compensation received. 
He maintained that there was no remedy 
whatever, except to come to the House 
and ask them not to give a Second 
Reading to the Bill. The Wolverhampton 
Corporation were proposing to dig a well 
at Stapleford, which would drain the 
Wenlock well at Harrington, and if 
the Bill were passed all the money 
expended for the public supply of Wen- 
lock would become the tax 
payers would be saddled with a heavy 
burden, and an injustice would be done. 
The two hon. Members for Wolver 
hampton, who were present, no doubt 
knew the locality. and he would point 


Mr. Aleecwnder Brown. 


useless, 
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out to them that the cost of £20,000: 


arose from the fact that the water on 
one side had to be taken down the bed of 
the river up on the other side, and there- 
fore the cost to a small and poor com- 
munity like that would be considerable. 
For years the supply to the parishes 
mentioned had been deficient, and the 
difficulty so great that the Corporation 
of Wenlock now cameforward to obtainthe 
protection of the House for their works. 
To sum up his case, he would observe 
that Wolverhampton ought to go to Bir- 
mingham for their water supply. Having 
got their remedy and supply there was 
no reason for their doing an injury to 
Shropshire. Under this Bill, by Sections 
13 and 15, they had very large roving 
powers, which, if exercised, would prac- 
tically amount to a roving commission 
to go all over the place and take anything 
which might be chosen. In conclusion, 
he asked the House to throw out the 
Bill on the Second Reading, and he 
moved that it be read a second time 
that day six months. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now, and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’”-—-(MWr. Alecander Har- 
YVCAUes Brown.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the word 
‘now ” stand part of the Question.” 


*Mr. STANLEY LEIGHTON (Shrop- 
shire. Oswestry) said that a Wolver- 
hampton alderman had declared that the 
works going on now represented “a 
robbery of people without any compensa- 
tion.” The Bill proposed to treble the 
works. It had also been said that the 
water supply was insufficient for the 
growing needs of Wolverhampton, but 
the fact was that Parliament had already 
supplied the town with an inexhaustible 
store from the Birmingham reservoirs. 
Yet. before they had found out whether 
that would fail (and it never could fail). 
they came to Parliament with a new 
Bill. not to supply Wolverhampton with 
water, but to put profits in the pockets 
of the Wolverhampton ratepayers by 
tuking other people's water. The chair- 
man of the Water Committee had said 
that for the last thirty years they had 
made a fairly good profit out of the 
waterworks in| Shropshire—waterworks. 
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which had caused ruin to all the sur- 
rounding neighbourhood, had dried up 
all the wells, turned the grass meadows 
into arid fields with great fissures in them, 
compelled the unfortunate villagers to go 


two or three miles for a can of water, | 


and put the farmers at their wits’ end 
for water. In the meantime those 
waterworks, which had scattered ruin 
over all the neighbourhood, had been 
putting profit into the pockets of the 
Wolverhampton ratepayers —‘‘a_ fairly 
good profit.” Therefore, this was not a 
Bill to supply a large population which 
was starved of water, but was a Bill to 
enable the ratepayers of Wolverhampton 
to make a profit out of the water, the 
taking away of which meant ruin to the 
people of Shropshire. He believed the 
House had never, in any of the water Bills 
brought before it, allowed the taking of 
anything but surplus water from any 
district, and had always left to the people 
enough to satisfy their wants. The 
great waterworks of the north, the great 
waterworks in Wales, had always been 
reqtured to leave a sufficiency for those 
who lived in the neighbourhood. But this 
Bill proposed not to take the surplus or 
the surface water, but to go down 900 
feet into the sandstone and abstract 
all the water-storage which supplied the 
district, and upon which the very exist- 
ence of the district depended. Through 
the Upper Bunden bed of sandstone, he 
explained, the rain percolated quickly, 
and formed at 900 or 1,000 feet below a 
great storage of water, which came up 
again in springs and supplied the whole 
neighbourhood. If a pump were to be 
put into that storage, after a time the 
whole supply could be taken away. That 
had been proved by the well, 900 feet 
deep, which Wolverhampton had already 
put down. The pumping well pro- 
vided 4,500,000 gallons per day sixteen 
years ago: it only now provided two 
and a half millions. If this Bill were 
passed it would mean that acres and 
acres of land in Shropshire would be 
converted into a desert. The whole county 
came forward as one man and protested | 
against the Bill, and surely the 230,000 
who formed the population had as good 
a title to consideration as the 170,000 
Shrop- 
shire was fighting a principle which 
was of importance to every county 
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council throughout the country, and 
Shropshire appealed to the represente- 
tives of counties to maintain the prin- 
ciple which had always been upheld Ly 
that House—that one county should not 
be deprived of a necessity of life which it 
possessed, in order to give it to another 
county. The Bill proposed that the 
Wolverhampton Corporation should be 
a new sanitary authority placed in 
Shropshire, a sanitary authority without 
representation, and in which not a single 
inhabitant of Shropshire would have a 
voice. Under that Bill the Corporation 
would have at its own option to supply 
water or not, for Section 5 said— 

“If at any time after the expiration of five 
years from the passing of this Act the Cor- 
poration are not furnishing or prepared on 
demand to furnish a sufficient supply of water 
in accordance with the provisions of this Act 
in any parish by this Aet added to their 
limits for the supply of water, the local 
authority for the distriet comprising such 
parish may provide a supply in the whole or 
any part of such parish in accordance with the 
provisions of the Public Health Acts, or any 
company, body, or person may apply for an 
Act of Parliament or Provisional Order for the 
purpose of supplying water in any part of 
such parish not sufficiently supplied by the 
Corporation as if in either case this Act had 
not passed,” 


and the Corporation had ten years 
option. If at the end of five years they 
were not supplying sufficient water, 
then the local authorities might provide 
it for themselves. But then the Cor- 
poration would already have taken all 
the water, and the local authority would 
be compelled to go elsewhere to find 
some at unreasonable cost. In other 
words, with a kind of cynicism seldom 
found in Acts of Parliament they said: 
‘Go elsewhere; you must find your 
water elsewhere; we have taken it from 
you, and we decline to give you com- 


pensation.” The Bill introduced new 
principles which were contrary to 
public policy, and contrary to the 


principles already applied by  Parlia- 
ment in private and general Acts. He 
appealed to the House not to intro- 
duce new forms and principles of legisla- 
tion under the guise of private Bills. 


*Stir HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
| hampton, E.) said he felt overwhelmed 
by the description of the magni- 


tude of the crimes of Wolverhampton 
He could 


| which they had just heard. 
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only teil the House a plain and simple 
story, without attempting at all to 
reply to the rhetoric and, if he might 
so call it, the imagination of the hon. 
Gentleman who had just addressed the 
House. The object of the Bill was to 
increase the supply of water available 
for the large manufacturing population 
of Wolverhampton and its neighbour- 
hood. The history of the supply of water 
to Wolverhampton he could put in a nut- 
shell. All acquainted with Wolver- 
hampton knew that it was a difficult 
place to supply with water, on account 
of the height above the sea level, and 
the water supply had always been a 
problem of considerable difficulty. The 
House, after the indignation which had 
been expressed from Shropshire at the 
invasion of Salopian territory. would 
be surprised to learn that about fifty 
years ago some enterprising publie- 
spirited landowners of Shropshire  pro- 
posed to construct works there to supply 
Wolverhampton with water. That was 
the inception of the present scheme. 
and they got their supply from a Shrop- 
shire brook. That supply. however, 
was insufficient and unsatisfactory. it 
being subjected to a great deal of turbid 
matter coming down, making it inferior 
in quality and deficient in quantity. 
After the Wolverhampton Corporation 
had bought the waterworks. some thirty- 
five vears ago, and taken the matter 
into their own hands. they sunk a well 
into the red sandstone. That operation 
was a success, and had supplied Wolver- 
hampton with a large quantity of water 
during the last quarter of a century. 
The fullest) and amplest consideration 
had previously been paid to all the ripa 
rian proprietors down the whole course 
of the brook where it joined the Severn, 
so that no complaint was ever made 
against the Corporation ot Wolver- 
hampton on that against the 
diversion of the water. It was bought 
and paid for, and he thought no legal 
proceedings had ever been taken against 
them in regard to the taking of the water. 
The population of Wolverhampton now 
supplied was about 154,000. The water 
supply was already taken by 137.000 
of that population: there were still 
15,000 within the limits unsupplied, 
and there were also large manufactories ; 
and whether through their own fault 


Sir Henry Fowler. 


score 
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or through their misfortune, the Cor- 
poration were now bound to complete 
the supply. He would tell the House a 


‘few facts, and they would see where the 


pressure arose. The average supply 
of water during 1900 was 2,977,000 
gallons per day, and on many occasions 
last year four million gallons were re- 
quired, one day there being 4,138,000 
consumed. The present quantity of 
water on which the town could depend 
was practically only the three million 
gallons to which he referred. The de- 
mand was daily increasing, and the 
very competent advisers of the Corpora- 
tion of Wolverhampton said that thes 
must supply a demand equal to twenty- 
five gallons per head. or 4,000,000 
gallons per day, subject to a considerable 
increase. The present scheme was in- 
tended to meet that want, and the 
House would be very surprised to hear 
what a very small that was. 
It really interfered only with a rural 
district containing a population of about 
13,000 people, and the Wolverhampton 
Corporation were quite willing to recog 
nise their obligation to the people in 
the locality, whose water it might be said 
they took. He ventured to sav that if 
the Bill were allowed to go upstairs 
it would be seen that the Corporation 
would be compulsorily obliged to supply 
the whole of the inhabitants of the dis 
trict, extending the limits to something 
like ten additional parishes. So that 
if there were any claims in consequence 
of the interference with wells. the Cor- 
poration would be ready and in a position 
to supply them with water. He would 
not dispute that there were local cases of 


scheme 


hardship, where certain other wells 
might be interfered with in consequence 


of the sinking of new wells togreat depths. 
and compensation ought to be given; 
but the idea of trying this case in the 
House of Commons by speeches on the 
one side and on the other, with no 
particle of reliable evidence. would be a 
travesty of the judicial functions of the 
House. A Committee ought to have 
the case to deal with. and no objection 
would be raised to the locus stand ot 


anybody who — considered himself 
aggrieved. The hon. Member tor the 


Oswestry Division had said that there 
had been a great infliction of pains and. 
penalties, which had done his con- 
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stituency much injury, but he had been 
told that their scheme had not yet come 
into action at all; they had not pumped 
a drop of water, and if the people of 
Much Wenlock were prepared to sell 
what they had already spent, in  refer- 
ence to sinking that well, then Wolver- 
hampton were prepared to buy it, and 
to supply Much Wenlock with water. 
Surely that, again, was a case for a Com- 
mittee. He frankly admitted that the 
most serious part of the case was that 
which had been referred to by the hon. 
Member for the Wellington Division. 
Wolverhampton Corporation, no doubt, 
had the power to take the water from 
Birmingham, but it had to be taken 
upon terms, and they had been advised 
that a certain proportion of the original 
capital cost of the Birmingham scheme 
would have to be paid. Then again there 
was the difference of levels to be con- 
sidered, they having been informed that 
there was no point on the Birmingham 
route where the water could be taken by 
gravitation, and that it would have to 
he pumped, and that meant a great 
expenditure. 


*Mr. ALEXANDER BROWN said the 
cost of the pumping was included in the 
stutement. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER said he appre- 
ciated that point, but the ground on 
which the proposed scheme was recom- 
mended to the people of Wolverhampton, 
apart from the consideration of time, 
was that it would be a much more 
economical scheme than the supply 
from Birmingham. ‘That, again. was 
a question for a Committee. As to the 
question of time, the Birmingham scheme 
was to be finished within ten vears. 
He did not know if any hon. Member 
would say that it could be done within 
the remaining two years, but he was 
informed that a considerable time 
must elapse; and when the scheme 
was completed twelve months notice 
would have to be given, and a proper 
aqueduct would have to be constructed 
from the point of junction into the town 
of Wolverhampton. Those were diffi- 
culties which had beset the Water Com- 
mittee of that Corporation. This was 
no scheme promoted for the benefit of 
some interested individual, but was an 
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undertaking promoted by a public com- 
pany in the discharge of their public 
duty to supply their town with water, 
and they, acting under the _ best 
engineering advice, had come to the con- 
clusion that this was not only the cheapest 
but the most effective and most expe- 
ditious means by which they could dis- 
charge their duty. As to the five years 
to which his hon. friend had alluded, 
that simply related to the fact that some- 
body else must do the work if the Cor- 
poration did not ; but from the moment 
they put down a supply of water from 
the two wells which they proposed to 
sink, they would be obliged to supply 
water to that particular locality. This 
was eminently a case for a judicial inves- 
tigation by a Committee upstairs. He 
was one of those who very firmly believed 
in the impartiality of a House of Com- 
mons Committee, and he was quite sure 
the people of Wolverhampton would 
readily accept the decision of such a Com- 
mittee after hearing evidence and cross- 
examination, and after having had the 
advantage of the learned representatives 
on all sides. No obstacle would be given 
to any man giving evidence ; and they 
did not desire to shelter themselves be- 
hind any technicalities. They had a 
simple duty to discharge to the public, 
and in endeavouring to do so they asked 
the House as a matter of fairness not to 
judge the case against them without a 
hearing, but to send the Bill upstairs, 
where it would be fully and impartially 
considered and satisfactorily dealt with. 


* COLONEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) said he cordially ac- 
knowledged the tone and temper in 
which the right hon. Gentleman (Sir 
H. Fowler) had addressed himself to the 
question, and he only wished that that 
had been the temper which had charac- 
terised the negotiations and various deal- 
ings with the matter on the part of the 
Corporation of Wolverhampton. If it 
had been, then the state of things might 
have been very different; but there 
seemed to him to have been some evil 
influences which prevented the question 
being considered in the way in which 
such controversies ought to be = ap- 
proached. He felt bound to tell the 
right hon. Gentleman, and he appre- 
ciated his position in the House as much 
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as anyone, and he had had the pleasure 
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of often supporting him in his public | 


acts ; but on this occasion he really must 
challenge his consistency. He recol- 


lected when the right hon. Gentleman | 
Councils | 


was introducing the Parish 
Bill, in which he gave the right hon. 
Gentleman support, he used these 
words— 

“The parish council will have the power ot 
utilising any supply of water within the parish. 
There are a great many parishes which cannot 
bear the cost of waterworks, but which have 
an adequate supply of water if there were 
anybody to look after it, keep it pure, and see 
that it was distributed. There would, there- 
fore, be great advantage in giving a parish 
council power to utilise a supply of water 
within the parish. 1 may say, in passing, that 
it is, of course, the alsolute statutory duty of 
the district council, aud we hope to make it 
more binding upon them, to see to the supply 
of water of every parish within their a rea.” 
Now, the right hon. Gentleman was in 
this position : every single parish council 
concerned in that particular area ob- 
jected to the action which the right hon. 
Gentleman sought to force upon it. 
Every single district council objected 
most absolutely to the attempt of the 
right hon. Gentleman to take away from 
them the very power which he conferred 
by that Act, and on which he laid that 
And not only that. Every single 
person exercising any public office what- 
ever throughout the whole county 
united in most absolute objection to 
forcible means of taking away from them 


stress. 


that which years ago the right hon. 
Gentleman took great credit for con- 
ferring upon them. Therefore he 


instance to 
impugn the right hon. Gentleman's con- 
sistency and the consistency of any of 
those who, having once upheld the ex- 
tension of powers to rural districts, now, 
at a moment which them 
advisable, took away those powers and 
placed the authorities in the maw of 
some great corporation merely because 
they happened to be connected with it. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER asked to be 
allowed to explain. The Bill contained 
a clause which compelled the Corporation 
to sell the plant and works in any district 
to the local authority whenever they 
chose. 


*COLONEL KENYON-SLANEY asked 


how could those small local authorities 


begged leave in the first 


seemed. to 


Colonel Kenyou-NSlauney. 
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| by any accident be able to deal with 
questions of purchase and sale? The 
right hon. Gentleman might just as well 
tell him that he could go and buy out 
one of the great concerns of Wolver- 
hampton to-morrow. The thing was an 
absurdity and a farce, and was well 
known to be such. He now knew 
that it was his duty to try and con- 
vince the House that it should in justice 
and equity take a course which was 
allowed to be rather unusual. In order 
that that might be done he wanted to 
indulge, like his hon. friend, in a short 
historical retrospect. His interests were 
to some extent personal. At all events 
his experience enabled him to lay 
before the House information which 
he could assure hon. Members was first 
hand, and to the accuracy of every detail 
of which he publicly pledged himself. 
Firstly, people were apt to talk as if this 
was a Bill affecting landowners. In this 
case he asked them to remember that the 
landowners represented all the rural popu- 
lation living on the land. It was not a 
selfish vested interest on the part of the 
landowners, because, although they hap- 
pened to be in the forefront of the battle 
by virtue of their interest in the land, it 
was a matter in which the landowners 
really represented everybody living on 
the land. There were several points 
to which he desired to ask the attention of 
the House. In the first place he could not 
help being rather amused at the right 
hon. Gentleman's description of the 
public-spirited landowners of Shropshire 
who came forward with a desire to supply 
Wolverhampton with water. The right 
hon Gentleman, whose — recollection 
was as good as his, smiled. In its in 
ception this was a mere job for the pur- 
pose of enabling a certain landowner 
to sell his land at a high price, as he 
thought. It never was carried out, and 
as far as that went the public-spirited 
landowner was utterly sold. Passing to 
another question, the right hon. Gentle- 
man had taken credit to himself and 
his fair-dealing Corporation tor having 
given great consideration to the riparian 
owners. If consideration were given to 
the riparian owners, he assumed that tt 
was long before the Corporation came 
into possession of those works, and that 
it was given by the company which 
preceded the Corporation, from whom 
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the Corporation took the property. He 
was a riparian owner himself for some 
considerable distance ; and he had never 
been able to trace the passage of a single 
sixpence on that account. It did not 
appear on any estate account with which 
he was acquainted—certainly not in his 
own ; neither were there any records 
such as were usually kept in estate offices 
of anything of the sort having passed. 
The only case he knew of was where a 
sum of £700 was paid when the site at 
Cosford was compulsorily purchased by 
the company which preceded the Cor- 
poration. As he had promised, he must 
go more carefully into an_ historical 
consideration 


Wolverhampton Cor- 


retrospect. This was a 
which the House would bear in mind 
in coming to a fair conclusion. The 


position of the Corporation was a position 
of having succeeded a company. That 
company in 1855 secured a Bill in Par- 
liament, and on the strength of the 
power given to it by Parliament it pro- 
ceeded to buy the site at Cosford. It 
was a matter of fact, which would not 
be disputed, that there was not a single 
reference made in that Act to any powers 
to sink any wells whatever. That Act 
conterred, and was meant to confer, 
solely power to deal with overground 
water. There was no allusion whatever 
to well sinking in that Act of 1855: 
neither was there, he believed, at that 


time the slightest intention to sink 
wells ; nor was there, according to the 


geological knowledge of that time, any 
encouragement for people to make the 
attempt. Anyhow, there was no such 
power there. The consequence was that 
Parliament, when they granted the 
present powers, did not safeguard the 
district in the matter of sinking wells. 
Had there been any mention of the 
possibility of wells being sunk, it was 
obvious that Parliament would have 
safeguarded the interests of the sur- 
rounding districts; but inasmuch as 
there was no reference made to any 
such thing, there were no safeguarding 
clauses, and the result was that they had 
been handed over, tied and bound, to 
the tender mercies of the Corporation, 
which had shown no merey whatever, 
and had never made any attempt to 
show merey to those whom it had vie- 
timised. He would ask the House to 
consider, not of course as affecting the 
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Corporation, but the position, whether 
it did not almost amount to a fraud on 
Parliament that powers which Parlia- 
ment gave for certain purposes should 
be used for other purposes, and that 
thereby Parliament should be deprived 
of the right to give that protection 
which otherwise it certainly would have 
given. In consequence of that action 
of 1855 great losses immediately began 
to be ineurred in the neighbourhood. 
The water sank in the brook ; the supply 
for cattle was affected ; water for motive 
power was done away with, and it could 
not be used for the purpose of sate- 
guarding mansions or farms from fire. 
In 1867 the Corporation bought out 
the company, and then became, under 
the same title and with the same limita- 
tions as their predecessors, the possessors 
ot Costord Works. The result was that 
as they pumped more water more damage 
accrued. ‘Those immediately — betore 
them suffered, and more severely and 
heavily. Time after time they were 
asked whether they would consider the 
question of any reasonable compensa- 
tion, and all consideration of that ques- 
tion was refused. In 1880, he thought, 
the Corporation sank this deep well of 
918 feet. The right hon. Gentleman 
must recollect that no public notice was 
given of that. None of them had any 
reason to know that this operation was 
being carried on, and they had not a 
chance, therefore, of opposing it. even 
if they had had the power. Of course, 
the House would appreciate that the 
sinking of a well did not lead to any 
immediate change in the neighbourhood. 
The results were gradual, and gradually 
and surely the results of the well sinking 
became apparent. He owned a property 
of some 3.000 acres immediately above 
the works at Cosford, in which the effects 
became very gradually but certainly 
apparent. His wells began to sink and 
he spent considerable sums in deepening 
them. They held for a short time and 
then gave out. They constantly failed. 
In 1889 he took the advice of an expert 
civil engineer, who compared the position 
with what had been in 1884, and he 
found that the water level between 
those years had been lowered by the 
action of the Cosford pumping by twenty- 
eight that 
five and a half inches in the vear. 


inches : Was to say, over 


Con- 
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sequently this was the position—that 
for a mansion, several farms, many 
cottages, and for all the ordinary trans- 
actions of agricultural life. he had not 
one spoonful of water left. and he had 
no access to any other source what- 
ever. Water had to be carried from 
one place to another in order to get 
on at all, and he had sometimes to 
rely on the rainfall. In 1889, when this 
desperate state of things had to be faced, 
he went to the Wolverhampton Cor- 
poration and saw the chairman of com- 
mittee and the chief engineer of works. 
He laid before them the position in 
which he was placed, and they replied : 
“We have taken all your water: if 
you find any more water, Colonel Slaney, 
we will take that too, and we will not give 
you any compensation.” The House 
could imagine, therefore, how bitterly 
he contrasted that reply with the lan- 
guage of the right hon. Gentleman when 
he talked of the readiness and willing- 
ness of the Corporation, and admitted 
that compensation ought to be given. 
All these were incontrovertible and in- 
contestable facts. The two gentlemen 
he saw conversed with him, and suggested 
it would be possible under certain cireum- 
stances to supply him with water. He 
asked what the conditions would be. and 
was informed that for a limited time, 
and only at a slightly preferential price, 
they would give him water on condition 
that he paid the whole cost price ot 
laying down every main and pipe re- 
quired in the system. The first calcula- 
tion put him was £00 for 
doing a little portion only of what was 
required, What was he to do? 
Well. it turned out that he became, 
within a year, possessed of another little 
property abutting on his former pro- 


hetore 


perty some two miles from the works ! 


already erected, where he put up pump- 
ing works for resupplying his farms, his 
people. and himself. The cost of doing 
that had been over £3.000 in absolute 
cash, and would be practically over 
£5,000 in direct and indirect value. He 
need hardly say that he did not raise 
his rent in order to meet any part of that 
It was an elementary right that 
every tenant should receive water from 
his landlord, at any rate he thought 
every tenant should receive water from 
his landlord; at all events, in his case 


cost. 


Colone! Kenyon-Slunen 
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every tenant had received it, and now 
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he was enjoying that supply. But what 
position, he asked, would he and his 
people have been in if he had not had the 
means and good fortune to get that 
supply ? The countryside would have 
been derelict. Agricultural operations 
could not be carried on without water, 
and it was idle to contend that this was 
a small case, and that he was asking for 
anything excessive. This was a serious 
example, and the House ought to take 
warning and apply the only remedy 
which was in its power. He had not 
calculated the probable future expendi- 
ture on renewals. ete., and no doubt a 
great part of the outlay would have to be 
renewed. As to what was now happen- 
ing. he would say that some of the most 
valuable land was that along the edges 
of the brook referred to, and was. for- 
merly celebrated as hay-growing land. 
Now acres of it were absolutely broken 
into fissures and cracks, so large that it 
was not safe to turn stock upon it, and 
the value of the fields had almost entirely 
gone for agricultural purposes ; in fact, 
in those districts where there was thirsty, 
light, dry soil the damage was spreading 
vear by year, and the land becoming 
valueless. He thought the House would 
appreciate his putting a personal case 
before them, showing the results likely 
to follow the passing of this Bill. One of 
the first results of developing the existing 
well would in all geological probability 
he to deprive him of his source of water, 
provided at a cost of £5,000, on which 
all his district now absolutely depended. 
and as far as the Bill went there was not 
one atom of an idea of any compensation 
being provided for that. Let the House 
consider what it Wolverhamp- 
ton already had deprived him to the 
extent that he had put before the House, 
and they now came and said: “* Give us 
further powers, of which one of the first 
results will be to take away from you 
that which you have provided for your 
people. and to replace you in the con- 
dition in which you were before you 
spent that money.” He had intended 
to make a very strong appeal to the 
House on the subject of locus standi. 
Up to that afternoon no indication what- 
ever had been given by Wolverhampton 
that they would not oppose. and oppose 
bitterly, his locus standi, and that ot 


meant. 
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others in the same position as himself in 
this matter. He believed that now a 
concession on that point had been made, 
and he would not labour the point at 
large; but the House would appreciate 
that it would at all events have been 
handsomer fighting if the Corporation 
in the first instance had let them 
know they would give them that locus 
sandi, so that they would have the 
dementary right of making their case 
known to the Committee to which the 
Bill might be referred. But there was 
nothing of that sort. and only that after- 
had he been intormed that the 
opposition to his locus standi was to cease. 
As to some interesting facts in connection 
with this matter, he might say that not 
longer ago than 1900 the President of 
the Institution of Civil Engineers. Mr. 
Mansergh = delivered an address in 
which he made it clear enough for the 
understanding of laymen. or lawyers, 
that the law as it stood was absolutely 
a gross iniquity and injustice ; and one 
of the objects he had in dealing with this 
ease sofully,and in laying it so thoroughly 
betore the House, was that he hoped the 
case might go some step towards sweeping 
away a law which was absolutely obsolete 
and untenable. He might say that he 
was not the only person concerned in the 
ill, and was not going to be the only 
sufferer. He had only used his own case 
asan illustration of what had happened, 
and therefore of what might presumably 
happen again. But, besides himself. there 
were all his neighbours who stood to 
suffer in the same way, fearing the same 
results from the same treatment, and he 
appealed to the House as heartily on 
their behalf as he did on his own. There 
was not one single local body the whole 
way throughout this area who did not 
join heart and soul in this opposition to 
what they considered would be a crushing 


nooh 


misfortune brought upon them. Every 
public body—county councils, district 
councils, parish and urban district 
councils, and sanitary authorities—were 


all united in universal complaint that 
this measure would be ruin and destrue- 
tion to them. With regard to the 
position of Much Wenlock, which had 
been laid before the House by his hon. 
triend, it had raised £20,000 of public 
loney with the sanction of the Local 
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Government Board for the purpose of a 
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water supply ; and when the right hon. 
Gentleman said, “Oh, we will supply 
you with water,” on his own showing 
he would not have water enough 
from those sources to supply Wolver- 
hampton, or one half of it; he was 
bound to look after his own borough 
first; his own ratepayers would want 
all the water available from those 
wells, and he (the hon. Gentleman) and 
his people would have to take second 


place. Underground reservoirs were 
not continuously maintained at a 


certain level. When one was tapped 


no doubt they could draw a_ sufh- 
cient supply tor a long time, but 


afterwards it would be found that one 
would be living on the capital of his 
water supply and not on the income. 
Therefore, in the case of Costord, the well 
918 feet deep had already diminished its 
supply by one half, at any rate by many 
thousands, or even by millions, of gallons, 
and that in only a comparatively short 
time. Therefore it was clear and evident 
that such a kind of supply was the most 
precarious and unsatisfactory source to 
reckon upon. Indeed. if he recollected 
rightly the evidence given in the case of 
the Birmingham Water Bill, many of the 
experts laid great stress on the fact that 
it ought to be the upland sources of 
water which the large towns should place 
reliance upon, rather than the under- 
ground well systems. Then he would 
pass to another instance, which he 
thought the House would appreciate. In 
Shifnal. where he resided, and which he 
therefore represented, there was this 
curious considerationin regard to the Bill. 
Shifnal had already, by the sanction of 
the Government Board, spent 
£10,000 in carrying out a sewerage 
system, which discharged into a brook. 
This Bill took the power to the Wolver- 
hampton Corporation to inspect, interfere 
with, pull down, and to deal in any way 
with any works which affected the purity 
of the supply within the area over which 
they wished to be made tree masters. if, 
therefore, this Bill passed. and those 
powers were exercised, they must spend 
another £10,000 in order to pump up to a 
high level that which they were now able- 
to get rid of practically by gravitation. 
Again, Shifnal had an arrangement 
under which it would get its supply 
at a considerably less price than 


Loeal 
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Wolverhampton would give it them, aware of it ; under the operation of the 


for if Wolverhampton got the powers ; 
but Wolverhampton would want every 
drop it proposed to take from them, 
and the chance of the rural parish getting 
anything at all was nebulous and hazy. 
Their taking those powers would result 
in the piling of this additional agony upon 
a small rural population. Now, what 
did the Local Government Board say to 
that? Surely it was an absolute stultifi- 
cation of the trust and confidence that 
they should have in them if they were to 
allow a Bill of this kind to pass, by which 
the whole of the money borrowed and 
spent was to be squandered. What con- 
fidence could there be, and how could 
small local bodies be encouraged to do 
work, and how could advantage be taken 
of these borrowing powers in order to 
supply the necessities of the localities if 
this were to be the position in which they 
were to find themselves ? He had tried 
toput before the House sound arguments, 
and when the right hon. Gentieman 
talked of a sparse population of 13,000 
the House must be asked to consider 
what the position of the respective 
policies was. At present there was a 
supply which it was not possible to get 
from any other souree, and if it were 
taken away he did not know where the 
people would turn for that which, after 
many vears seeking, they thought they 
had at last found. It being the fashion 
to take the interest in the 
counties and localities, why should not 
he, as one of the Members, ask why a 
large Staffordshire town, ten or twelve 
miles over the borders of Shropshire, on 
another watershed, come in and take 
from the county of Salop that which that 
county wanted for itself? There was not 
in that any elementary justice or ele 
mentary right. The there was 
thirsty, and they themselves wanted all 
the water they could get ; in facet. the 
two great present were pure 
water and pure beer. He desired to warn 
the House against the possible use that 
might be made of another power that 
lurked mysteriously in the clauses of the 
Bill. There lurked there a power to take 
up to fifty acres of land anywhere where 
the Corporation of Wolverhampton could 
arrange to take it. Somebody had sunk 
a well producing sufticient water for 


strongest 


soil 


needs at 


their purposes. The Corporation became 


Colonel Kenyon-Slanen. 


clause, if they could only get, by payinga 
high price, some portion of the land, they 
would dump down one of those wells, and 
away would go the whole of that source 
of supply. In fact. they would dot the 
surface of the country over with those 
dumped-down works. every one of them 
stripping and denuding rural 
locality of the water they required. No 
one acknowledged more than he that in 
the face of the needs of a large population 
the rights of the minority must give way. 
He accepted that. and was prepared to 
act up to that acceptance, but he main- 
tained that the case was not established, 
He would say to the promoters of the 
Bill, “You have not established your 
needs ; vou have not established the fact 
that you cannot supply vour needs better 
and more equitably, and for a longer 
time, from other sources.” He would like 
to reply to the arguinent that the whole 
of the matter thrashed out 
before a Committee upstairs. This sug- 
gestion, seriously put, would be apprecia- 
ted : ** Go and spend more of your money 


some 


could he 


upstairs in costs.” “There was no reason- 
ing in that. Here was a large Corpora- 
tion commanding the rates, and they were 
told that they were to go and fight them 
before a Committee. To some nem bers 
of Corporations like that it was an amuse- 
ment, to interest—aye, and a 
matter of professional advancement—t 
be considered in fighting such matters. 
But what was the position of poor locali- 
ties or ot private individuals ! The 
burden was so heavy as almost to deprive 
them of the ability to contest the cases at 
all. If they were now forced to go toa 
Committee they would fight, but he 
could not hide the fact that in addition to 
the enormous impost which had already 
been placed upon him by the Wolver- 


some an 


J 


hampton Corporation, he should be 
muleted in further sums in order to 
obtain justice upstairs. He hoped he 


had shown that a principle was involved 
in this Bill, something to induce the 
House to recognise that there was a case 
of common justice and equity against the 
Bill, and to induce the House to throw 
out the Bill on the Second Reading ; and 
further, he hoped he had shown some 
good cause why the law officers of the 
Crown should no longer delay in bring 
ing in an Act which would amend the 
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monstrous, intolerable laws which now 
governed the subject of water supply. 


THESECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
ningham, W.): [should like, with the 
permission of the House, to say a few 
yords upon this question. I do not 
propose to follow my hon. friend, who has 
just made a most eloquent and powerful 
peech. I am quite sure that he will 
ve the sympathy of the whole House in 
the personal grievances he has put for- 
yard with so much clearness and modera- 
tion. and the thanks of the House for 
having indicated to them the general 
danger which is involved in Bills of this 
kind, against which the House un- 
doubtedly has to guard. I have a dis- 
tinct interest in this measure, inasmuch 
as Lrepresent the Corporation of Birming- 
ham. and the taxpayers of Birmingham, 
who are responsible for the great works 
which that Corporation are carrying out. 
Itis rather with « view of laying before 
the House one or two general considera- 
tions than with any expectations that | 
all be able to follow my hon. friend in all 
the details which he has brought betore 
the House that 1 now rise. Sir, I 
suppose the material interests — of 
the Corporation of Birmingham are 
against this Bill. When we undertook 
our great scheme to bring water from 
Wales, at an enormous expenditure, we 
ost readily accepted the responsibility 
of supplying all the places on the route 
who desired to take a supply, and I will 
say we did so most readily, in the first 
place. because it was a matter of justice 
toall those localities : in the second place, 
wethought that to someextent they would 
share with us in the responsibility of the 
undertaking. [| think the right hon. 
fentleman the Member tor East Wolver- 
hampton was mistaken in reference to 
the terms of the arrangement ultimately 
made. Ido not think the Corporation of 
Wolverhampton. had they decided to take 
their water from the supply of the Cor- 
poration of Birmingham. would have had 
to find any part of the original cost. 
The capital cost was provided by the 
Vorporation of Birmingham. No doubt, 
ithe cost is greatly increased. the cost of 
the water would be increased. and the 
price of the supply to any corporation on 
the route would be its cost price. But the 
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Corporation of Birmingham was to make: 

/no profit in the matter; we were to 
supply at cost price any locality on the 
route. Therefore, I say that L think 
that the Corporation of Birmingham 
, would be somewhat disappointed if the 
| Corporation of Wolverhampton does not 
take advantage of this opportunity. 
But with regard to that point, | lay down 
my first general principle —when you give 
local authority to a district you ought 
practically to cease to interfere with its 
administration. The line which I am 
now laying down is that so far as 
the affairs of the locality to which 
you have given local government are 
concerned, they should be employed as 
loyally as possible—that, in fact, you have 
no right to interfere unless some cther 
interest is concerned. The moment an 
outside interest is concerned it may be 
this House is called upon to protect that 
outside interest. But so far as the 
policy of Wolverhampton is concerned in 
refusing to take its water from Birming- 
ham, and in desiring to enter intoa large 
and possibly speculative scheme of its own, 
we in Birmingham offer no observations. 
That is the business of the Corporation of 
Wolverhampton, and if it is their desire 
as a great corporation to enter upon the 
scheme, whatever we may think of it, 
we do not oppose. On the contrary, on 
the general principle we are prepared to 
support them. But. of course, there 
comes into the case the element of 
the position of outside authorities, and 
it is in regard to these authorities my 
hon. friend has just made his powerful 
appeal to the House. There again | 
ask the House to take into ae- 
count certain general considerations. 
My hon. friend behind me says truly, i 
have no doubt. that every small local 
authority on the route of this water 
supply is opposed to the Bill. 


* COLONEL KENYON-SLANEY : Every 
corporation and every county council. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : But I hope 
my hon. friend will agree with me when | 
say that that ought not to be conclusive 
against them, because if you once admit 
that these local authorities are to have 
this power, and that their veto is to be 
accepted, you will find yourselves in the 
most serious difficulty with regard to 
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other great towns whose supply of water 
depends absolutely upon power being 
given them to go to a distance. Where 
there is a vast population, where a great 
deal of the energy and wealth of the 
country is concentrated, and upon which 
the prosperity of the country depends, you 
must give them the means of living and 
having the water which is absolutely 
necessary to them. If they cannot get 
their water within their own limited 
space they must go outside, and therefore 
I conclude with the principle to which | 
hope I shall have the uanimous assent 
of the House, that the opposition of these 
local authorities is not in itself conclusive. 
But, Sir, on the other hand, nothing 
can be more unjust than such action as 
my hon. friend attributes to the Corpora- 
tion of Wolverhampton in his own case, 
and I say that anyone in such a position 
would say that he had been subjected to 
an intolerable injustice. The action of 
the Corporation cannot be defended, and 
it isthe duty of this House to prevent such 
action. What is the principle which | lay 
down in regard to water supply which 
must come froma distance ? It is that the 
loealities which are affeeted should not 
be injured, that all that the central bodies 
should be allowed to take is the surplus 
and nothing more, and that it shall be 
bound to supply to the localities first all 
the water in which they stand in need, 
to which they have a legitimate claim. 
and at a reasonable price 
*COLONEL KENYON-SLANEY : First. 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : First ; and 
only the surplus should be the property 
of the authority seeking this power. 
That I believe to be a pertectly fair prin 
ciple to lay down. My hon. triend says 
this is a matter for scientific experts and 
not for this House. He says that if that 
principle is adopted there will be no sur- 
plus water. That is one of those ques 
tions which ought to go to a Committee. 
My feeling is that having regard to the 
principles, if lmay venture so to eall them, 
which | have laid down, this Bill should 
be sent, as all such Bills are, to a Com- 
mittee, with, however, the expression of 
the opinion of the House that in no case 
should these districts be damnitied by 
subsequent proceedings ; that full pro- 
tection should be put in the Bill for the 
Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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‘future supply of water to the various 


localities concerned. I agree with my 
hon. friend that, in the Bill as it stands, 
there is no sufficient protection. | 
cannot doubt that such protection will he 
inserted by the Committee on the repre- 
sentation of the authorities concerned, 
and though I regret that they should be 
put to any expense, yet, as their interests 
are identical, | think they might combine 
in their opposition before the Committee, 
so that the cost to each individual or each 
authority may be very small. 


Mr. STANLEY LEIGHTON : Will 
the right hon. Member accept an Instrue 
tion to that effect / 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am not 
in charge of the Bill, but if my hon. 
friend asked me it | would support an 
Instruction to that effect, most certainly 
1 would, because it seems to me to be 


absolutely fair that outsiders should 
have a right to that protection. 
*Mr. ALEXANDER BROWN : I sup- 


pose the right hon. Gentleman would 
include all public bodies as well as private 
hodies in that ! 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Clearly, « 
fortiori. It I say that a single individual, 
because he is a landowner, should not 
be unjustly treated, « fortiori 1 am 
prepared to do justice to those who 
represent the community or the district 


in which they reside. Subject to 
that understanding. I hope the Bill 
will be sent to a Committee. |] hope 
the Committee will examine into the 


question, and if there be this surplus 
water, as Is contended, I think we ought 
not to allow the prejudice or the sus 
picion, or even the irritation caused by 
past conduct on the part of the local 
authorities to interfere in what, after 
all, is an absolute necessity to the pro 
sperity of a very large and important 
town. 


Sin ALFRED HICKMAN (Wolver 
hampton, W.) said that what this Bill 
really proposed to do was to provide an 
absolute necessity tor 154.000 people. 
The Wolverhampton Corporation pro- 
posed to sink wells at a very great depth ; 
in that way they got rid of the possibility 
of the interference with existing rights 
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upon which such stress had been laid. 
As to the necessity for an improved 
water supply there could not be any 
doubt. The present supply from wells 
amounted to 3,000,000 gallons a day, 
but on many occasions the consumption 
had amounted to as much as 4,000,000 
gallons a day. The Cosford brook ran 
through a very cultivated district, and 
eattle were pastured on its banks ; also, 
many cottages drained into the brook. 
In time of drought there was very little 
water, and in time of flood the water 
was very much too muddy to be used, 
so that the water was insufficient et 
the present time even with the brook, 
and what it was proposed to do in the 
future was not to take any water at all 
from the brook. The hon. and gallant 
Gentleman had said that under the 
proposals of this Bill Wolverhampton 
would not have enough water, but the 
opinion of the most eminent experts was 
that the quantity which would be ob- 
tained would allow for about 63 
million gallons per day ; that was fifty 
per cent. more than the present require- 
ments. That would be sufficient not 
only for the town of Wolverhampton, 
but tor the whole of the area which was 
supposed to be affected. It was said 
that water was a necessity of life and 


Wolverhampton Cor- 


that it was a great grievance to take 
away their water from these small 
districts. That was true; but what 


Wolverhampton proposed was not to 
take away, but to give them water. 
He himself was in the position of a land- 
owner on a small scale in the very area 
that had been mentioned. He had an 
ample supply of beautiful water, but he 
found it better and cheaper to take 
the Wolverhampton water and pay the 
Corporation tor it rather than go to the 
expense and trouble of pumping his 
own water. Nobody would be in a 
worse position under this Bill; all the 
persons affected would have an ample 
supply of water at such a rate as should 
he considered by the Committee to be 
afair rate. It was said that there was 
no need for this Bill, because Wolver- 
hampton had powers to take the supply 
from That 
true, but the Birmingham works would 
not he finished for something like three 
vears. 


Birmingham. was quite 


Then the terms were that when 
they were finished Wolverhampton must 
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give twelve months notice before they 
would be entitled to take the water ; 
further, there would have to be an arbi- 
tration at the expiration of the notice 
to decide what the terms should be. 
What was to become of Wolverhampton 
in the meantime ? Were 154,000 people 
to be on a short supply of water tor 
three or four years? Surely that was 
a question at any rate for the Committee 
to consider. He quite sympathised with 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman in 
regard to the mischief he had suffered 
by his fishing, and so on, being interfered 
with, but surely these were all questions 
which could be threshed out in the 
Committee, and the House would not 
reject altogether a Bill which was ot 
such enormous importance to a large 
number of people. The hon. and gallant 
Gentleman said that this was not so 
much a question of supplying people 
who were short of water, but that it 
was a commercial undertaking and in- 
tended to profit the Corporation — of 
Wolverhampton. The hon. and gallant 
Gentleman could not have 
quainted with the facts. or he would 
never have made that statement. The 
truth was that last year the whole net 
available profit of the undertaking to 
the Corporation only amounted to about 
2s. per house supplied. That was not 
a very extravagant profit. With regard 
to the opposition of the county councils 
and the rural district councils, he sub- 
mitted that the expense of appearing 
before the Committee and giving evi- 
dence on the subject would not be very 
formidable when divided between the 
riparian owners and these numerous 
local bodies. With regard to the matter 
of compensation, that again was a detail 
which would be settled by the Com- 
mittee. The Corporation would not offer 
any objection to paying fair compensa- 
tion. He reminded the House thet the 
Wolverhampton Corporation had given 
a distinet pledge not only to give a full 
and ample supply of water to every 
person whose supply was interfered 
with, but that they would give that 
supply on such terms as the Committee 
might consider reasonable and fair. In 
conclusion, he submitted that the House 
ought not to throw out the Bill on the 
Second Reading, but should. following 
the ordinary practice, allow it to go 
before a Committee upstairs. 


been ac 
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Question put. 


The House divided :—Aves. 154 ; Noes, 239. 
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Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 
Farquharson, Dr, Robert 
lower, Ernest 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gladstone, RtHn. Herbert.John 
Cioddard, Daniel Ford 
Cordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin Nairn 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirA lex. F. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glouce., Streud 
Arehdale, Edward Mervyn 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Ragot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Railey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Banbury, Frederick (George 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
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Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Grahaia, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesb’ry | 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 


Hall, Edward Marshall 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. SirWilliam | 


| Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil | 
| Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 


Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Holland, William Henry 


Hornby, Sir William Henry 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wim. Henry | 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, David Brynm’r(Swansea | 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. | 
Kearley, Hudson E 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, RtHnJ W(CumPenr. 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Maecnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace RendaJl 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John Wm. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,Jn. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan,.J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton,ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Myers, William Henry 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Ceci] William 


NOES. 


Bartley, George C. T. 
Jathurst, Hon. AllenBen jamin 
Blake, Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

soseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.( Middlesex 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brige, John 
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Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herb. Pike( Darlington} 
Penn, John 

feed, Sir Edw. Jas. (Cardiff) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hn.M.W (Stalybridge 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

folleston, Sir John F. L. 
tollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 


| Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 


Seely, Charles Hilton, Lincoln) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick Bb.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair,Capt.Jn. (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Rt HnC. R. (Northants 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, J. A. (Glam. Gower) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, ThomasCourtenayT. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Rt. HnJ Powell-( Bir. 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Woodhouse, Sir) T( Huddersf'd 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Henry Fowler and Sir 
Alfred Hickman. 


Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, Williain James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Cogan, Denis J. 
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Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cranborne, Viseount 

Crean, Eugene 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
( ‘ubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Diekson, Charles Seott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cock field 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Donelas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Willian Theodore 
Dutiy, William J. 

Dunean, James H. 

Edwards, Frank 

verton, Hon. A de Tatton 
Ellis, John Edward 

Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Farrell, James Patrick 

Fellowes. Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sird. (Man r 
Firench, Peter 

Field, William 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, gg Vicary (St. Albans) 
Gilhooly, James 

Gordon, Mi: ue vans-( ’rH ml ts 
Gore, Hon. B.S. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hon.GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene SirE. W.(B’ySEdnv’nds 
(rreene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Gunter, Colonel 
Hamilton,Marq.of (Lond’derry 
Hammond, Jobn 

Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashfd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Leverton(Tynemouth 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 5. 

Hay. Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanl'y 
Heath,. James (Staffords. N.W. 
Herman-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Higeginbottom, S.W. 
Hobhonse, C. E.H. (Bristol, FE.) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hope, J. F. (Shef'ld, Brightside 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
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Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,CaptJ(Kent, Faversh. 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryC ecil 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyee, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T.( Denbigh 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kimber, Henry 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Win. 
Laurie, Lieut. -General 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Levee, Col. Hon. Heneage 

L eivhton, Stanley 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lewis. Jolin Herbert 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, ©. (Cumb., Eskdale 
Lowther. Rt. Hon. James( Kent 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lundon W. 

Macartney, Rt. Hn. WG Ellison 


Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maconochie, A. W. 


MCrovern, T. 

M Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Iver.SirLewis( EdinburghW 
M‘hillop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Maleolm, Tan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell. RtHnSirH E( Wigton 
Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriessh. 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sirk rederiekG. 
Milton, Viscount 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn..J. Scott (Hants. ) 
Mooney, Jolin J. 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Dav.J.(Walthamst?w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Heury F. 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, J. 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan.Col. JohnP. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper'ry Mid 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor. James( Wieklow, W. 
(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
(Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
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| O'Mara, James 

| O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
O ‘Shaughnessy. P. 3. 
Palmer,SirCharlesM (Durham 
Percy, Earl 

Pickard, Benjamin 
Pilkington, Riehard 

Pirie, Dunean V. 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir F rancis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

tedmond.John E.( Waterford) 
Redinond, William (Clare) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Roche, John 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Russell, T. W. 

Scott, Sir'S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, A bel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith,HC(Northmb. Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Staniey, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Steve a_i Francis S, 
Stock, James Henry 
Start, Hon. Humphry 
Sullivan, Donal 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, F. Freeman-(Hasti ys) 
Thornburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
‘Tomlinson, Win. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 

Tully, Jasper 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Kt. = ~~ W m. H. 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. E. 
Welby, Lt. -( OAC ‘E.(Taunt’n 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
W illiams,( Ismond (Merioneth) 
Williams, Colouel 2. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R) 
Wilson John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Hn. Armine( Essex 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander( Berks, E. ) 
Youne, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


Napier 
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Mr. Alexander Hargreaves 
Beown and Colonel Kenyon- 
Slaney. 











1311 Great Eustern {COMMONS} Lailway Bill. 1312 
BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. — ject was common to a great many rail 


(BY ORDER.) 
Order tor Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. JEFFREYS (Hants. N.) : [ under- 
stand that the promoters are willing to 
introduce certain desirable Amendments. 
and under the circumstances I with- 
draw my objection to the Second Reading. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time. and committed. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
(By ORDER.) 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Mr. BELL (Derby) moved that the 
Bill be read a second time that day six 
months. He was, he stated, very anxious 
to say a few words on behalf of a large 
number of men directly concerned in 
the measure, being in the employ of the 
railway company. One of the chief ob- 
jections entertained to the Bill had 
reference to the scheme of the promoters 
as contained in Clause 27, in which the 
company power to contribute 
towards certain provident funds. ete. 
Clause 27 reads— 


seek 


“If a society is or shall be hereafter con- 
stituted from amongst persons in the pay of 
the company for the purpose of providing 
by means of the subscriptions of the members, 
with the aid of donations or subscriptions 
from the company and others, for the relief 
or maintenance of members of such society 
during sickness not arising from injuries in 
respect of which such members are entitled 
to compensation from the company by statute 
or common law, or under the Great Eastern 
Accident Fund Scheme,” ete. 


From those words Members might 
assume that the company were actuated 
by some extraordinary feeling of philan- 
thropy in putting forward this clause, 
and that they were simply moved by 
the interests of their employees. He pro- 
posed, however, to prove to the House 
that they were not actuated by either 
philanthropy or generosity. Their ob- 








way companies in the present day. It 
was to attach their employees to them,, 
and to deprive them of that to which 
they had a perfect right—namely, liberty 
of choice in regard to connection with 
provident institutions. There was in 
connection with the Great Eastern Com- 
pany a provident society which had been 
in existence since 1&851—---- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: [ would point out 
to the hon. Member that this Bill is an 
omnibus Bill, and that only this one 
clause (27) has reference to the provident 
society to which the hon. Member objects. 
If he has no substantial objection to th 
Bill as a whole, I would suggest to him 
that his better course would be to re 
serve his observations until the House 
comes to the proposal on the Paper, 
* That it be an Instruction to the Com 
mittee to strike out Clause 27.” I do 
not say the hon. Member is out of order 
in moving the rejection of the Bill ; but 
if his objection is only to that clause. 
that, | would suggest. would be the proper 
and usual place to move it. 


*Mr. BELL said he had another reason 
for opposing. There was in connection 
with the Great Eastern Railway Com- 
pany a provident society. which has 
in existence since L851. It was a 
compulsory society, and men employed 
in certain the company s 
service were required, as a condition ot 


been 
grades in 


employment, to become members of that 
society. Up to 1888 there were in the 
society three scales of payment. and 
the men had to contribute &d. per week. 
It was found in the vear 1884 that the 
society was insolvent, and arrangements 
were made whereby the members paid 
an additional Id. per week. So it went 
on until 1898. when, on an actuarial 
valuation being made, it was shown 
that up to the end of 1894 the society 
had been insolvent to the extent of over 
£34,000. An effort had been made by 
those having the management of the 
society—namely. certain employees who 
paid the money into the funds—to make 
certain alterations, but. as a matter olf 
fact. the employees could not under any 
circumstances alter or amend the rules. 
or make new ones, without the sanction 
and approval of the directors. Not- 
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withstanding that, in 1899 ail 1900 it 
was decided that the contribution should 
again be raised 1d. per week, the sub- 
scription having been raised in 1888 to 9d. 
The men who paid that amount received 


in return no more benefit than was, 
in many instances. received by men 
belonging to other societies outside 


the company's for a much smaller pay- 
ment. One of the chief grievances in 
connection with this society was that 
the chairman and directors of the railway 
company were aggrieved because mem- 
bers of their society, who were com- 
pelled by the conditions of their employ- 
ment to contract out of the Workmen's 
Compensation Act by joining an_ in- 
surance society, should receive when they , 
were sick from accident a certain amount 
from the insurance society as well as a 
certain amount from the benefit society. 
The Chairman of the Great Eastern 
Company felt so much aggrieved that he 
had endeavoured to obtain a clause 
forbidding employees who had met with 
injuries from receiving benefit from the 
provident society as well as from the 
insurance society. That was clearly a 
gross injustice tothe men. It is tyran- 
and unjust to dictate to 
belonging to a society when and under 
what circumstances they should draw 
benefits. That formed a serious objec- 
tion to the proposal of the clause. On 
the 15th June. 1900, the chairman of 
the company, Lord Claud J. Hamilton, 
sent a circular to the committee of the 
railway fund. in which he said 


nous men 


‘ The strongest proof of this is the fact that 
ane since January last it has been necessary 
to withdraw £2,000 from the reserve funds, 
and further withdrawals will have to be made 
if the present benefits are to be continned.” 


That £2,000 was what the 
pretended to pay. By arrange- 
ment, in 1888 when they found that 
the society they came to 


company 
some 


was insolvent. 


terms with the committee of manage- 
ment and agreed that the company 


should contribute a subsidy of £2,500 a 
year towards the funds of the society. 
But that contribution had been in name 
only. They had not subscribed the sum 
annually, but it was there as a reserve 
fund, guaranteed by the company, to 


be drawn upon if necessary. From 
1886 to 1900 something like £3,700 


reserve 


was all that been drawn from the 
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fund, and so long as the society had a 
penny in hand received from its members 
nothing came trom the company. Lord 
Claud Hamilton went on to say in his 
cireular— 


“ Almost the whole of the staff are members 
of the Company’s Accident Fund, and any 
member of the Provident Society incapa ‘itated 
by injury arising in the course of his duties in 
the ‘eompany’s service receives allowances 
from the Provident Society as well as from the 
Accident Fund. This does not appear to me 
to be reasonable, and in other respects it is 
open to objection, I suggest, therefore, that 
the members of the Provident Society should 
agree to renounce any allowances from the 
society whilst they are receiving an allowance 
from the Accident Fund, except in cases where 
the Accident Fund allowance by etHuxion of 
time has heen reduced to half-pay, in which 
case the Provident Society should grant its 
half-pay allowance.” 
He concluded this circular by saying— 

‘As regards the future, it is proposed to 

start a new society on a different basis, on the 
establishment of which the existing society 
will discontinue to accept new me smbers.” 


Apparently the directors and chairman 
of the Great Eastern Company considered 
it unreasonable that men who might 
have been injured by accident in the 
company s employ should receive pay 
ment from the provident society as well 


as from the accident fund, the full 
amount of whieh would not be more 
than £1 a week. The directors were 
not successful in getting the men t> 


accept this alteration in the provident 
now they were trying to 
start a new fund, letting the old one 
die a natural death. The company 
said that they had already subscribed 
£35,499 towards superanuation, pen- 


society, so 


sions, and to supplementary accident 
and other benefit funds of the com- 
pany. Much of that money which 


they said they had subscribed was simply 
entered on paper and not actually sub- 
scribed to the funds of the society. A 
large proportion of that money went to 
pay for accidents for which otherwise the 
men would have been entitled to com- 
pensation under the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act. 

The report of the Accident Fund estab- 
lished in July, 1898, in substitution for 
the provisions of the Workmen's Com- 
pensation Act, 1896, stated that— 

“ During tlie year the total number of claims 
was 3,635, including twenty-seven in regard to 
accidents that terminated fatally, six that 
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resulted in the loss of an eye, four in the loss 
of a leg, one in the loss of an arm, and one in 
the loss of sight.’ 


He maintained that a very large pro- 
portion of the £35,499 which the chair- 
man had referred to would have gone 
under the Compensation Act to pay the 
workmen in These 
matters had been discussed from time 
to time by the men, and eventually they 
wrote to the chairman of the company 
on 3rd December a long letter. which 
contained the following words 


these 3,635 cases. 


‘The committee, delegates, and members 
generally regret that it was decided to start a 
new society rather than enrol future servants 
of the company in this society on an equitable 
footing, but such a step having been tiken 
they have no option but to accommodate 
themselves to the altered circumstances, and 
seek to enable the Provident Society to fulfil 
its mission to each and every one of its 
members.” 


That proved that it was not at the request 
of the men that these powers were now 
being sought by the company. The 
matter was discussed at the last meeting 
otf the directors, and the chairman 
said— 

‘*In drawing attention to the Provident 
Fund the directors asked leave to subseribe to 
that fund another £500a year. The fund was 
established in 1851,and was contributed to and 
managed by the men themselves, and the 
membership was now about 9,000.” 


So tar as the men were concerned they 
could make no alteration or amendment 
in the rules of their society without the 
sanction of the directors. The 
pany 's subsidy was not paid into the 
fund, and there was at the present time 
£40,000 to the credit ot the reserve 
money which was not paid over by the 
company, but was a guarantee to meet 
contingencies should the men’s contri 
butions not be sufficient to meet the 
liabilities of the fund. Rather than that 
the subsidy of the company should be 
drawn on, the members had paid an 
extra penny a week. He wished, further, 
to draw attention to the effect of the 
clause referring to superannuation or 
pensions. The original rule 
follows 


com- 


Was as 


“31. That any free member, of not less than 
two years standing. who may by accident, in- 
firmity, old age, loss of sight, or other cause be 
rendered incapable of earning his livelihood, 
shall be placed upon the pension list and 
entitled to receive a weekly pension as defined 
in the following table.” ete. 


Mr. Bell, 
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It seemed to be another sore point with 
the chairman ot the Great Eastern Com- 
pany and the directors that men should 
be thus entitled to a pension, the maxi- 
mum of which, on the higher seale, was 
6s. 10d. per week, and the chairman 
had insisted upon the rule being so 
amended that it should be left wholly 
to the discretion of the directors to say 
whether or not a man who should become 
entitled to superannuation or pension 
should receive it. The clause as amended 
was as follows— 

“ Rule 31. That any free resident member of 
not less than two years standing who has, on 
aecount of physical or mental incapacity, been 
discharged by the directors of the Great 
Eastern Company, or who has, on the like 
account, retired from the service of the com- 
pany, with the approval of the said directors, 
shall be placed upon the pension list, and be 
entitled to receive a weekly pension, as 
defined in the following table.” ete. 

The objection to that was clear. The 
rule contained the words with the 
That meant 


approval of the directors.” 
that a man who might be in_ receipt 


of 25s. or 30s. a week, and who might 
have been in the service of the company 
for thirty-five or forty years, when he 


attained the age of sixty-five vears 
and thought to himself. “1 have 


done enough railway work and | will 
take my 6s. 10d. a week pension and 


retire.” could not put his desire into 
execution without the consent of the 
directors. It would be in their power to 
say. “You shall not retire; if yom 


present occupation is too hard for you, 
we will find you another office at less 
wages, but you have five or six years 
work in you yet.” The men knew this. 
and it was at the desire of men on all 
parts of the Great Eastern system that 
he was opposing the Second Reading of 
the Bill unless this clause was withdrawn. 
Some members might think it generous 
on the part of the railway company to 
subseribe to a fund for the benefit of their 
employees, but it was really a condition 
of service that the men should join this. 
that. or the other fund. Nearly all the 
companies had two or three of these 
funds attached tothem. One was volun 
tary and another was made compulsory. 
and in the compulsory one there was 
sometimes a clause which made it neces- 
sary to join the society which had not 
sucha clause. This rule was evidently de- 
signed to assist in compelling men to 
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contract out of the Workmen's Com- 
pensation Act by joining the Insurance 
Society. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
appears to me to be discussing generally 
what should be the nature of funds of this 
kind, and to be citing from the regu- 
lations of other societies. That is clearly 
not in order on this Bill. 


*Mr. BELL: Lam quoting to show the 
objections to these compulsory societies. 
| think | have given sufficient facts to 
prove that these societies are objection- 
able to the men employed in the railway 
At the outest of my remarks 
| said that many people would consider 
at first sight that the railway companies 
were actuated by a spirit of philan- 
thropy. But ! find that no such spirit 
prompts them. If it were otherwise 
if they were really philanthropic and 
kindly disposed towards their servants- 
why should they forbid their 
employees to take part in political or 
civic duties! This company forbids its 
members taking part in civic duties. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Is there a clause to 
that effeet in this Bill ? 


*Mr. BELL: No, Sir. 


service. 


l ask 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Then it is a rule of 
the House that a matter affecting 
railway companies generally cannot be 
dealt with in debate on a private; Rail- 
way Bill unless there is a clause in the 
Bill dealing with that matter. 


*Mr. BELL: | am sorry that [| am 
debarred from entering upon that ques- 
tion, but at any rate the subject to which 
| was going to refer is familiar to the 
whole of the Members of the House, and 
it is one that has caused a vast deal of 
indignation amongst railway men. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
not in order in continuing on the subject. 


*Mr. BELL said he was not going to 
discuss it. He asked the House to 


register their disapproval of the attempts 
of employers, where it was not desired by 
the men, in any way to attach them to 
societies, and make it a condition of their 
employment that they should become 
members thereof. 


Great Eastern {12 Marcu 1901} 


representing the Great Eastern Railway 
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Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) seconded the Amendment. 
As it had been ruled that any discussion 
on the proceedings of the Great Eastern 
Railway Company would be out of order, 
he would not be able to raise the question 
he wished to raise. He would ask the 
Speaker's special ruling on this question. 
The Great Eastern Railway Company 
was the only company in this country 
that had refused-——- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is not entitled to make a speech and then 
ask if it is in order. 


Mr. MARKHAM: | 


the Amendment. 


beg to second 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now, and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day six months.’ ”°—(.Wr. Bel/.) 


(QJuestion proposed, “* That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 

Mr. PENN (Lewisham) said that 
Clause 2 was put in the Bill by the 
directors as a purely permissive clause, 
in order to enable the railway companies, 
if they thought fit, to subscribe towards 
the funds raised by their employees. He 
must say as a director of the company 
that he failed to agree with the hon. 
Member for Derby when he said that the 
company wished to make membership of 
the society a condition of employment. 
That would be a most arbitrary proceed- 
ing, and one with which he could not 
possibly associate himself. But in asking 
that they might have power to subscribe 
to the fund, they only took permissive 
power in the event of the society being 
started. The society, if started by the 
men, would be managed by the men, and 
the company desired to have power to 
help them. He could not agree with the 
hon. Member that there were a large 
number of open sores in connection with 
the matter, as had been suggested by the 
hon. Member for Derby. The directors 
were anxious to help the men in every 
possible way to practise habits of thrift. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said he did not think 
the hon. Member who had spoken"as 
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Company had met two material points 
raised by the hon. Member for Derby. 
Though the hon. Gentleman said it 
would be a voluntary fund, as a matter 
of fact the men had experience of other 
funds, and they knew that every man 
in the service would be practically foreed 
to join. 


Mr. PENN: | beg the hon. Gentle- 
man’s pardon. There are 30,000 mem- 
bers of the staff who are eligible under 
the existing fund, and only 9,000 are 
in the fund. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON asked the 
hon. Member if he would pledge himself 
on behalf of the railway company that 
they would put some words in the Bill 
which would make it perfectly clear 
that the question of joining or not would 
be left absolutely voluntary to every 
servant of the company? Unless the 
hon. Member gave that pledge he cer- 
tainly would vote against the Bill as it 
stood. The hon. Member said that the 
society would be managed by the men, 
but that would be useless unless a pledge 
to this effect were given. The other 
question raised by the hon. Member for 
Derby was that the men would not be 
able to make any alteration whatever in 
the rules. It seemed to him that while 
the fund might be nominally managed 
by the men it would be entirely under 
the control of the directors of the ecom- 
pany. On that point the hon. Member 
for Lewisham had given no satisfaction. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
said the hon. Member for Lewisham, 
who spoke for the directors of the railway 
company, said the employees of the 
company would be free to join as many 
like societies as they pleased, even if the 
Bill became law, but he overlooked the 
very important factor in the situation 
that of the employees of the company 
there were thousands earning less than 
20s. a week, and thus they were not 
in a position to contribute to more than 
one society. Those who had experience 
of the industrial world were aware that 
the man who did not join the society 
promoted by a company would stand 
very small chance of being promoted 
in his occupation. He respectfully sub- 


mitted that the fact that the fund was | 


Mr. Sydncy Burton. 


{COMMONS} 
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to be invested as a part of the Great 
Eastern Railway Stock removed _ it 
outwith the control of the members of 
the society. It was therefore a purely 
nominal control which the members 
would exercise over the fund. The 
Bill provided that the railway company 
“may contribute half-yearly out of the 
revenue of the company such sum as 
they may from time to time determine 
towards the funds of the society.” This 
was an attempt to pauperise the working 
class which should be deprecated most 
strongly. Let the Great Eastern Rail- 
way Company pay their workmen suff- 
cient wages to enable them to pay their 
contributions to their trade society, and 
then they would be under no obligation 
to the company for yearly or half-yearly 
grants. His strongest objection to this 
form of society was that it tended to 
undermine the self-respect of the em- 
ployees of the company. If this proposal 
became law and the society was formed 
it would result in making every employee 
of the Great Eastern Railway Company 
who joined it subservient to the will and 
the wishes of the company. There was 
no provision in the clause that members 
of the society on leaving their employ- 
ment or being dismissed were entitled 
to be recouped for the payments they 
had made to the funds of the society. 
That was a very serious consideration. 
Unless men were obedient and submissive 
in every respect, not only to the directors 
themselves but to the officials under 
the directors, who were often a thousand 
times worse than the directors, they 
were liable to be dismissed, and to lose 
not only the benefits of the society but 
also the money they had paid into it. 
He trusted, therefore, as a matter of fair 
play that the House would not endorse 
Clause 27. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) said it 
seemed to him exceedingly strange that 
two Members representing the working 
classes should object to the scheme pro- 
posed. Here was a large company 
coming forward asking power to sub- 
seribe to the funds of a benevolent insti- 
tution, and it was met by objection. 
Large corporations had been told that 
they ought to do more for their employees, 
and it did seem strange in this case that 
a gentleman on the Front Opposition 
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Bench should get up to object to such 
a scheme. It ought to be the duty of 
every large corporation, and of small 
companies also, to subscribe to these 
funds. 


*Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) - said they did not object 
at allto employers of labour encouraging 
their workpeople to be thrifty and 
prudent and to lay by for a rainy day, 
but they objected to such a scheme as 
was foreshadowed in this Bill, which 
might be made a condition of employ- 
ment between workmen and their em- 
ployers. Frequently such provisions as 
this were converted into machinery for 
coercing workmen to do things which of 
their free will they were not disposed to 
do. It was because of the coercive powers 
that such a provision gave to large 
employers that they objected to its being 
inserted in the Bill. 


*COLONEL BOWLES (Middlesex, Kn- 
field) hoped that the Bill would be 
allowed to pass the Second Reading, as 
the question could be so much more 
thoroughly discussed in Committee 
upstairs. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) said 
that working men wanted to do their 
own business, without the intervention 
ot railway directors. There was an 
element of compulsion running right 
through the whole of this Bill, which 
was distasteful to working men who 
sought independence. They were en- 
titled to form their own opinion, without 
being led by Committees upstairs. 


Mr. YOXALL (Northampton, W.) 
suid this matter had been discussed 
upon a totally new principle. A clause 
like the one suggested had been in- 
serted in a number of Bills last session, 
and a Departmental Committee had 
distinctly laid it down that Parliament 
might properly interfere by providing 
against a rule of this kind. If the hon. 
Member in charge of the Bill maintained 
silence upon this point they would be 
bound to vote against the measure. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
‘Green) said he rose to support the hon. 
Member for Derby in his opposition 


{12 Marcu 1901} 
‘to the Bill. 
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Men would be forced 
to enter the service of this company, and 
they would be compelled to become 
contributors to this fund. They claimed 
the right of a workman to contribute 
to any fund which he thought was best 
calculated to advance his own interest. 
They asked for a free hand for the men, 
so that in sickness or death, or in leaving 
one district for employment in another, 
they could go to their particular society 
for assistance from the funds. If they 
carried this objectionable clause to its 
logieal conclusion, this advantage would 
be denied to the workmen. He entered 
his strong protest against the clause, 
which he believed was the thin edge of 
the wedge for the purpose of intimidating 
and coercing the workmen. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I think the hon. 
Member for Lewisham would shorten 
this discussion, and save the time 
of the House, if he would undertake 
that this clause should make it clear 
that no compulsion or pressure should be 
put upon the men to join these societies. 


Mr. PENN replied that there was no 
compulsion, simply Lecause the rule was 
not In existence. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) contended that 
in a matter of this kind everything 
should be done fairly and aboveboard. 
Workmen should be allowed to choose 
their own societies. These great com- 
panies should not be given the power to 
coerce their employees to join those 
societies, which were a source of terror 
to their employees, who were often 
tvrannised over by every little official. 
It was a monstrous thing to try and 
force such a clause through this House, 
and he hoped it would be eliminated. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.) said he was 
surprised that the Government had not 
given the House the benefit of their 
advice on this question. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Lewisham had replied to the 
appeal made to him by saying that the 
rules were not yet made. What they 
wanted to know was whether the 
company would engage, if the Bill passed 
and they were empowered to make rules, 
that it should be part of those rules that 
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no sort of compulsion should be applied, 
and that this should be embodied in the 
Bill when it went into Committee. If 
an undertaking of this kind was not 
given, it was clear that they would be 
obliged to proceed to a division. If the 
Bill was lost it would be entirely the 
fault of those who were promoting it 
for not giving the undertaking which 
was asked for on this particular point. 


Mr. GRAY (West Ham. N.) said his 


{COMMONS} 


hon. friend the Member for Lewis- | 
ham was in a very awkward posi-, 
tion, because he was not personally 


responsible for the Bill. but was merely 
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introduce their additional Provision, it 
the Committee on the Bill think fit.” 


” 


3. “ That. in the case of the Birming- 
ham (City) Tramways Bill [Lords]. the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with :—That the parties be permitted 
to proceed with their Bill, provided that 
the powers to construct Tramways 
Nos. 1. 2, 3. 4, and 5 be struck out of the 
Bill. unless the consent of the local and 
road authorities shall be proved before 
the Committee on the Bill :—That the 
Committee on the Bill do report how far 


such Order has been complied with.” 


acting as a mouthpiece of the directors, | 
with whom it was impossible for him to | 


consult. But there was an Instruction 
on the Paper with regard to the Bill, 
which would come before the House on 
Thursday, when a definite reply could be 
given. There were many other valuable 
clauses in this Bill, relating to level cross- 
ings and the building of bridges, which 
ought not to be delayed on account of this 
dispute. He sympathised with the view 
that this fund should be a voluntary 
one, but he thought it was a question 
which could be settled in the Committee 
upstairs. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire. E.): | under- 
stand that the promoters of this Bill, or 
those representing them. do not feel 
that they have any authority to give the 
undertaking which is asked for. There- 
fore | suggest that in the general interest 
we should give them an opportunity of 
obtaining the undertaking we ask for. 
and for that purpose I now move the 
adjournment of the debate. 


Debate adjourned: to be 
upon Thursday. 


resumed 


STANDING ORDERS. 
Resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee :— 


1. * That, in the case of the Cowes 
Ferry Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders 
ought to be dispensed with :—That the 
parties be permitted to proceed with 
their Bill.” 

2. “ That, in the case of the London, 
Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill, 
Petition for additional Provision, the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with :—That the parties be permitted to 
Mr. Bryce. 


1. * That, in the case of the Mersey 
Docks and Harbour Board (Canada 
Dock Works, ete.) Bill [Lords], the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with :—That the parties be permitted to 
proceed with their Bill, provided that 
the power to enable the promoting 
Board to purchase 500 acres of land for 
future dock development be struck out 
of the Bill:—That the Committee on 
the Bill do report how far such Order 
has been complied with.” 

>. * That, in the case of the Tynesid 
Tramways and Tramroads Bill | Lords}, 
the Standing Orders ought to be dis- 
pensed with :—That the parties be per- 
mitted to proceed with their Bill, pro- 
vided that Tramway No. 3 be struek out 
of the Bill :—That the Committee on the 
Bill do report how far sueh Order has 
heen complied with.” 

6. °° That. in the case of the Harrogate 
Corporation Bill [Lords], the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with :— 
That the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill. provided that Clause 7 
be struck out of the Bill :—That the 
Committee on the Bill do report how far 
such Order has been complied with.” 

7. ° That. in the case of the Sutton- 
in-Ashfield Urban District (Water) Bill 
[Lords], the Standing Orders ought to 
he dispensed with :—That the parties be 
permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


BEER BILL. 
Petition from Hurstmonceaux, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 
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Questions. 
CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 
Petition from Wolverhampton, for 


alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
TION SCHOOLS), 

Petitions for alteration of Law. from 


Coventry: and Middlesbrough; to lie 


upon the Table. 


OFFICERS OF THE INDIAN STAFF 
CORPS. 

Two Petitions from Officers of the 
Indian Staff Corps, for redress of griev- 
ances ; to lie upon the Table. 

PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE. 

Petition from Hastings, for extension 
to women ; to lie upon the Table. 

POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNL A- 
TION ACT, 1896. 

Petition from Wolstanton. for altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 

CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from 
(two); London; North Shields ; Brad- 
ford; Leicestershire ; Wharfedale ; Ken- 
nington (three); Durham; Shipley ; 
Scoonie ; Plymouth; Glasgow; Inver- 


Leicester 


ness ; Sheffield (seven) ; Kingston-upon- 
Hull; Dundee; Worthing; Middles- 


brough ; Newport Pagnell : and Bolton ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Auchterarder 
(two); Biggar ; Cruden ; Lanark ; Dum- 
fries; Torryburn; Port Glasgow ; and 
(Galashiels ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Copy presented, of Report to the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
hy four of His Majesty's Inspectors of 
Mines on the methods of preventing falls 
of roof adopted at Courriéres Collieries, 
Department of the Pas-de-Calais, France 
[hy Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
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Questions. 


‘ARMY (LIEUTENANT GENERAL 
H. EK. COLVILE, K.C.M.G., C.B.). 
Copy presented, of Correspondence 
relative to the recall of Lieutenant Gene- 
ral Sir H. E. Colvile, K.C.M.G., C.B. [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY (YEOMANRY CAVALRY). 
Copy presented, of Training Return ot 
Yeomanry Cavalry for 1900 [by Com- 
mand]: to lie upon the Table. 


NAVY (TRAINING OF JUNIOR NAVAL 
OFFICERS) (COMMITTEE). 

Copy presented, of Report of the Com- 
mittee appointed by the Lords Commis- 
sioners of the Admiralty to inquire into 
and report on the Training and Ex- 
amination of Junior Naval Officers. with 
the Circular announcing the Changes 
to the Fleet [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


CYPRUS. 
Copy presented, of Annual Report for 
1899-1900 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


PEACE NEGOTIATIONS WITH 
GENERAL BOTHA. 
LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether the negotia- 
tions with General Louis Botha are con- 


Mr. 


cluded: and. if so. can he state the 
result. 
THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 


SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): | have at present no information 
to give the hon. Gentleman. I will give 
it him as soon as [ can. 


BURNING OF TOWNS IN ORANGE 
RIVER COLONY. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
any reports have been received at the 
War Office of the burning of the towns 
of Bothaville and Ventersburg in the 
Orange River Colony, and of the villages 
of Wilpoort and Dullstroom in the 
Transvaal; and, if any reports have 
been received, whether they will be laid 
upon the Table of the House. 
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WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): No despatch has reached the 
War Office on these points. I will ask 
Lord Kitchener for a report. 


FARM BURNING 
BETWEEN LORD 
GENERAL BOTHA. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I beg to ask 

the Secretary of State for War when the 

correspondence between Lord Roberts 
and General Botha, in reference to farm 
burning, will be laid upon the Table of 
the House as promised. 

Mr. BRODRICK: The correspondence 


will be laid as soon as possible. 


CORRESPONDENCE 
ROBERTS AND 


WELSH HOSPITAL IN SOUTH AFRICA. 

LIEUTENANT-COLONEL PRYCE-JONES 
{Montgomery Boroughs) : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
is aware that there is dissatisfaction 
among the subscribers to the fund for 
the establishment and maintenance of 
the Welsh hospital for South Africa on 
account of its discontinuance or absorp- 
tion with another hospital, although 
Lord Lansdowne had accepted the offer 
‘ot the committee to provide for its main- 
tenance for another three months: 
and whether he will state into what 
hospital the Welsh hospital was absorbed ; 
and whether the order for its absorption 
was given in accordance with instrue- 
tions from the Commander-in-Chief or 
some, and, if so, what, officer in South 
Africa. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District): At the same time may IT ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether, 
upon the discontinuance of the Welsh 
hospital in South Africa and its absorp- 
tion into a military hospital, the plant, 
medicines, and appurtenances of the 
hospital’ were taken possession of by the 
military authorities ; whether any, and 
if any how many, members of the staff 
of the Welsh hospital were transferred 
to the military hospital by which it was 
absorbed ; into what hospital was the 
Welsh hospital merged ; and what were 
the military or administrative reasons 
which made the absorption of the Welsh 
hospital expedient after the acceptance 
by Lord Lansdowne of the offer of the 


committee to maintain the hospital for | 
ruary, 1900, was refrigerated ; whether 


another three months. 


THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANtry, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) : I will reply 
at the same time to the two questions. 
I am not aware that there exists the 
dissatisfaction complained of. The hon. 
secretary of the Welsh Hospital Com- 
mission recently called at the Army 
Medical Department and_ stated that 
the committee were perfectly satisfied 
with the action taken. The hospital 
has been absorbed into No. 2 General 
Hospital, by order of the Commander- 
in-Chief in South Africa. By the terms 
of the agreement between the 
mittee and the War Office. the hospital 
equipment is to be handed over to the 
latter on the former ceasing to maintain 
the hospital. [ am making inquiry 
from South Atrica as to the remaining 
points raised by the hon. Member for 
Swansea District. 


col- 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES : Is the noble 
Lord aware that the secretary he refers 
to is the secretary of the executive com- 
mittee, and not of the general committee 
who were instrumental in raising this 
large fund ! 
STANLEY: | not aware 


Lorp am 


of that. 


Mr. G. T. KENYON (Denbighshire) : 
Is it not the fact that a considerable 
amount of the money originally sub- 
scribed is still unexpended ! What steps 
are being taken in regard to it ! 


Lorp STANLEY: I am afraid I can- 
not go into details. Perhaps the hon. 
Member will put the question down. 


SOUTH AFRICAN MEAT CONTRACTS. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS — (Flint 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office whether he 
is aware that a contract, dated the 
27th October, 1899, was entered into 
with the South African Cold Storage 
Company for the supply of fresh meat 
to the troops in the field at 11d. per 
pound, the terms implying that It 
was a live cattle contract, but not- 
withstanding this, three-fourths of the 
three million pounds of meat supplied 
under the contract up to the Ist Feb 
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the contract was renewed in January, 
1900, on the same terms subject to a 
reduction of 2d. per pound on all frozen 


meat accepted ; whether the company | 


has now agreed to refund to the War 
Department 2d. per pound on all frozen 
meat paid for at 11d. per pound since the 
war broke out ; what is the date of that 
agreement ; what is the amount of the 
sum to be refunded ; and has the arrange- 
ment been carried out ; and whether the 
War Office regards the refund of 2d. per 
pound as adequate having regard to the 
fact that very shortly after the 27th 
October, 1899, the date of the earlier 
contract, the Cape Government sus- 
pended the collection of customs duties 
upon the importation of fresh and frozen 
mutton and beef, and that these duties 
(2d. per pound on mutton and Id. per 
pound on beef) would have been re- 
coverable by the War Department from 
the colony had they remained in foree, 
their suspension being pro tanto a loss to 
Imperial funds and a further gain to the 
contractors. 


Lorp STANLEY : The answer to the 
first two paragraphs of the hon. Mem- 
her's question is in the affirmative. As 
regards the third paragraph, the com- 
pany has agreed to make the refund in 
question, the agreement being dated 22nd 
September, 1900. The General Officer 
Commanding received instructions in 
December last to make the necessary 
deduction, but the exact amount of it has 


not been reported. As regards the 
fourth paragraph. the suspension of 


customs duty referred to involved neither 
gain nor loss to the contractors, as no 
duty was ever charged by the Colonial 
Government on meat imported for the 
use of the troops. ‘The reduction in price 
is therefore a real reduction of charge. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: May I ask 
whether the Controller and Auditor 
General was wrong in saying that the 
reduction in the duty made no change in 
the circumstances of the terms of the 
contract ! 

Lorp STANLEY: | think the last 
paragraph shows he was wrong. No 
duty was imposed by the Colonial Govern- 
ment on meat imported for the troops. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick’s) : 
Has the company refunded the money as 
agreed ! 
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Lorp STANLEY : | have said that the 
General Officer Commanding received 
instructions in December last to make 
the necessary reduction. 


PENSIONS FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS. 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS  (Ports- 
mouth): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, in view of the 
general interest attaching to the subject, 
he can now give further information 
concerning the scale of pensions to be 
awarded to non-commissioned officers 
and men who have been rendered wholly 
or partly incapable of earning a livelihood 
by reason of disease contracted while 
serving in South Africa ; and whether 
any communication on the subject has 
yet been made to the Commissioners of 
Chelsea Hospital. 


Lorp STANLEY: The seale contem- 
plated in my former reply is that applic- 
able to men incapacitated by wounds, and 
a communication has been made to the 
Chelsea Commissioners to this effect. 


VOLUNTEER INFANTRY BRIGADE 
CAMPS. 
COLONEL LUCAS (Suffolk, Lowestoft) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
if he will state the conditions under 
which Volunteer infantry brigade camps 
are to be held this year. 


Mr. JAMES KENYON (Lancashire. 
Bury): At the same time may L ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether he proposes to have this year 
camps of exercise or training for Volun- 
teers; and, if so, for how many days : 
and will opportunities be given to them 
to fire their musketry course whilst in 
camp in the same manner as given last 
year: and will Volunteer officers who 
attend camps of exercise or training be 
paid according to the Army rate—namely. 
the same scale as paid to Militia and 
Yeomanry officers. 

Lorp STANLEY: An Army Order 
will shortly be issued giving the necessary 
information. 


RE-ARMAMENT OF THE VOLUNTEER 
ARTILLERY, 


Mr. ORMSBY-GORE (Lincolnshire, 
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tary of State for War if he can state | 
what progress is being made towards the 
re-armament of the Volunteer Artillery 
with weapons of modern ordnance. and, 
having regard to the statement made 
by the late Under Secretary for War in 
the last Parliament as to the probable 
re-armament of that force with semi- 
mobile guns, whether steps will be taken 
to ensure the provision of such guns to 
the Volunteer Field and Position Artillery 
as will not impair in any way their 
mobility in the field. 


Lord STANLEY: As my right hon. 
friend has informed the House. the 4°7 
guns for the Volunteers are in course of 
manufacture, and will, I hope, be de- 
livered before very long. Every con- 
sideration is being given to this question, 
as was explained on Friday last. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
Kk.) : Will the noble Lord be kind enough 
to say where the guns are being manu- 
factured—not in Germany, L hope ? 


In various 


Lord STANLEY : 


of England. 


parts 


RESERVE REGIMENTS—DISBAND- 
MENT. 


CapTaIn NORTON (Newington. W.): 
| beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is in a position to state 
approximately the dates upon whieh it 
Is proposed to disband the different 
reserve regiments of cavalry and infantry. 


Lord STANLEY : | cannot give exact 
dates. The regiments will disband at 
the conclusion of a year’s service, or 
earlier in in which a General 
Officer Commanding recommends it. 


Cases 


Captain NORTON : Will the ofticers 
be disbanded at the same time as the 


men ! 


Lorp STANLEY: In a great many 
cases they will, but not in all cases. 
ENLISTMENT AGE RULES. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen. N.): 1 beg 


to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in the experiment which was 
made to ascertain the approximate true 
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age of proposed recruits for enlistment. 
recognition was given to the necessity 
of making the production of reliable 
testimony as to age dependent upon 
acceptance of the recruit ; whether, in 
view of the importance of the question, 
he will consider the advisability of earry- 
ing it out as far as is found possible, and 
stating on the recruit’s attestation paper 
the proof by which his age was arrived 
at. so that at least the percentage of 
men whose correct age is known should 
be ascertained, and that a_ safeguard 
should be given against the despatch of 
soldiers to India and abroad under the 
age prescribed by the regulations ; can 
he state how it is intended to determine 
the correct time at which the proposed 
pensions are to become due ; and whether 
steps could be taken for arriving at 
the correct age of the large majority 
of recruits, seeing that the correct ages 
of children are ascertained in 
and under the Factory Act. 


schools 


Lorp STANLEY: The acceptance ot 
a recruit is not dependent on the pro- 
duction of a birth certificate. nor could 
it be made so. It would be quite imprae- 
ticable to keep recruits waiting while 
inquiries were being made for the certi- 
ficates. In the experiment referred to 
it was Impossible to obtain the certificates 
in the ease of forty-five per cent. of the 
cases taken, and of the rest fifteen per 
cent. were very doubtful. The medical 
officer states what he considers. after 
careful examination, to be the apparent 
age on the attestation. The age given 
by the reeruit on oath is held to be his 
true age for reckoning Army service, 
and the qualifying period for the age 
pensions will depend on this. 
CONTRACTS—RATIONS, ETC.— 

PURCHASE IN [RELAND. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he can 
state the amount paid to contractors for 
native meat and home grown produce 
supplied to the troops and horses sta- 
tioned in Ireland. and whether he can 
give the amount paid to contractors for 
foreign meat and imported forage sup- 
plies; and whether he can state the 
amount paid for fittings for men and 
horses of goods manufactured in Ireland, 
and, approximately, the total amount so 


ARMY 
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claimed as a set-off to the over-taxation 
of Ireland. 


LorD STANLEY: As I have pre- 
viously explained to the House, it is not 
possible to obtain figures of the kind 
referred to without great difficulty, and 
| am not at present prepared to inflict 
the labour entailed upon the officers 
concerned, who are already overworked. 


Cartan DONELAN (Cork, E.): Can 
the noble Lord give us the proportion 
of toreign to home grown meat at 
present supplied to the troops in Ire- 
land ? 


Lorp STANLEY : | 


cannot. 


Will noble Lord 


Mr. FIELD: 


inquire ! 


the 


[No answer was returned. | 


Mr. FIELD: Lbegto ask the Finan- 
cial Secretary to the War Office whether 
prime oxen were purchased in Dublin 
market for the use of Boer prisoners at St. 
Helena, while at the time the 
troops stationed in Ireland were mainly 
fed on imported foreign meat; and 
whether, seeing that native meat could 
have been purchased from contractors 
at the fractional difference of a few 
pence in each hundred pounds weight, 
and that the tendered price for the 
supply of native Irish meat was about 
half the price paid for frozen meat in 
South Africa, he can explain why native 
neat was not purchased for the troops 
in Ireland. 


same 


Lorp STANLEY: Cattle were pur- 
chased in Dublin for the troops and also 
for the Boer prisoners at St. Helena. In 
reply to the second paragraph, I ean 
only say that native meat is largely 
purchased for the troops in [reland. 


Mr. FIELD: Where is it purchased ? 


Lorp STANLEY : In various parts of 
Ireland. 


Mr. FIELD: Can the noble Lord specify 


the places ? 


Lorp STANLEY : Lam afraid I cannot. 


{12 Marcu 1901} 
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WINCHESTER SCHOOL RIFLE RANGE. 
Mr. HOLLAND (Yorkshire, W.R.. 


Rotherham): i beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he is aware 
that an offer was made to the War Office 
by a private individual in July, 1897, 
to provide the School and City of Win- 
chester with a suitable rifle range free of 
all cost, and that the War Office thought 
so well of the scheme that they expressed 
their desire to take it over themselves : 
and whether he can explain why, after a 
delay of three and a half years, an inti- 
mation has been sent from the War Office 
that nothing is intended to be done, with 


Questions. 


the result that rifle shooting in the 
neighbourhood has been killed, and 
persons elsewhere discouraged — from 


making similar offers in their respective 
localities. 


Lorp STANLEY: The head master of 
Winchester School made a suggestion in 
1897 that he should erect a range without 
any expense to the public, but subse- 
quently, in the course of negotiation. 
proposed to contribute handsomely to a 
range to be laid out by the War Depart- 
ment. The estimated cost was found to 
be £20,000 for 500 acres ; Dr. Fearon’s 
proposed contribution was found to be 
£500. The War Department, none the 
less, endeavoured to carry through the 


matter, but found—after long negotia- 
tion—that the Ecelesiastical Commuis- 


sioners required £15,500 for 170 acres. 
As the range would have cost double 
the sum estimated, and other ranges 
had been previded for the troops in the 
neighbourhood, the Secretary of State 
did not feel justified in pursuing the 
matter further at so great a cost for the 
use of the school. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) : How 
many Trish schools are provided with 


} 


rifle ranges ! 


| No answer was returned. | 


NEW BATTLESHIPS-—-LAUNCHING 
WEIGHTS, «&e. 
Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty what 
were the respective launching weights 


of the battleships “Ocean,” “ Implae 
able” °° Bulwark,” and = ‘ Montagu,” 








1335 Questions. 


and the period intervening in each case 
between the laying down and the launch- 


ing. 


THE SECRETARY to THe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Belfast, 
W.): The launching weights of the ships 
named and the periods intervening in 
each case between the laying down and 
the launching are as follows :— 

Period inter- 
vening between 
the laying 


Launching down and the 
weight launching. 
Tons. Months. Days: 
* Ocean ~ jee ss TO OEE 
** Implacable ~ 6.000 .. 8 
* Bulwark ” 5,930 7 = 
* Montagu ” 5560 .. 15 11 


CHINA—STRENGTH OF BRITISH AND 
OTHER NAVIES IN CHINESE WATERS. 

Sir) CHRISTOPHER FURNESS 
(Hartlepool) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty if he will inform the 
House as to the number and description 
of the ships representing Great Britain 
in Chinese waters and on the Yang-tsze 
River : and also as to the number and 
description of the ships representing 
each of the other European Powers and 
the United States. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The Naval 
forces of the named now in 
Chinese waters appear from the last 
published Returns to be as follows :— 
Great Britain: 4 battleships. 15 cruisers, 
23 small vessels (of which 2 cruisers and 
{ small are on the Yang-tsze 
River) ; France: 1 battleship. 9 cruisers, 
22 small vessels (of which 3 small vessels 
are on the Yang-tsze):; Russia: 5 battle- 
ships, 6 cruisers, 30 small vessels and 
torpedo boats ; Germany: 4 battleships, 
10 eruisers. 10 small vessels (of which 2 
eruisers and 2 small vessels are on the 
Yang-tsze) ; Italy : 6 cruisers ; Austria : 
t cruisers (of which one is on the Yang- 
tsze) ; Portugal: 1 cruiser, 2 small vessels ; 
United States: 1 battleship, 2 coast 
defence ships, 8 cruisers, 2 small vessels. * 


Powers 


vessels 


NORTH CHINA EXPEDITION—CLOTH- 
ING OF INDIAN TROOPS. 

Sin MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 

GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 
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ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he has any official information 
showing that the Indian troops and camp 
followers serving in North China were 
not provided with such suitable warm 
clothing as would enable them to resist 
the intense cold of that region, and that 
consequently they suffered great hard- 
ships; and will he state how many 
casualties and deaths from sickness have 
occurred among them up to the date of 
the last official reports received here or in 
India. 


Questions. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I have not seen the reports 
referred to. An ample supply of warm 
clothing was provided for troops and 
followers, and we have no reason to 
suppose that there has been any sickness 
or suffering from any deficiencies in this 
respect. The percentage of sick troops 
in hospital from all causes on the Ist 
January was only 3}. The deaths have 
not been reported. 


TRADE IN AFRICAN PROTECTORATES. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushclitfe) : | beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
what has been the total trade (exports 
and imports) of each of the following 
protectorates, namely, Uganda, East 
Africa, Central Africa, and Somaliland, 
since their creation up to 31st December, 
1900 ; and whether he can state approxi- 
mately the figures of the trade in each 


case trom and to Great Britain and 
Ireland. 

*THeE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 


(Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester): The 
statistics available are to be found in 
the “* Statistical Abstract for the Colonies 
and other the United 
Kingdom.” presented to Parliament in 
1899 and 1900. As regards Uganda, 
figures are not available for the years 
after 1896, owing to the protracted dis- 
turbances in that protectorate. The 
trade. however, has been comparatively 
small, and, such as it is, it may be con- 
sidered to be practically included in the 
figures representing the imports and 
exports of the Kast Africa Protectorate, 
through which they must have passed. 


Possessions of 
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Even with regard to the remaining pro- 
tectorates, in consequence of the recent 
character of their creations there has been 
a want of uniformity in the method of 
computing the statistics, both as between 
the several protectorates and in respect 
of the basis of computation in any one 
protectorate. Omitting Uganda, for the 
reasons stated, the totals of exports and 


imports are:—For East Africa, from 
1895 to 3st March. 1900. excluding 


“administration ~ imports and imports 
of material for railway construction and 
of provision tor those engaged thereon, 
the figures are: Imports, R.24. 711.876 ; 
exports, R.6,260,215 ; total, R.30,972,091 
(£1.976.091). For British Central Africa, 
from 1895 to 31st March, 1900, includ- 
“administration” the 





ing imports, 

figures are: Imports, £580,061; ex-| 
ports, £187,718; total, £767,779. For | 
Somaliland, from 1892 to 31st March, | 


1900. the — figures 
R.42.160,470 ; exports. R.42.501,390 ; 
total, R.&84.661.860 (£5.157.559). The | 
proportion of British trade to total trade | 
can only be given toa very limited degree. | 
As regards the East Africa Protectorate, 
the imports from the United Kingdom 
are approximately from 25 to 30 per cent. 
of the total. The exports to the United 
Kingdom were about 25 per cent. of the 
total in I806-7. Later information is 
not available. As regards British Central 
Africa, nothing can be stated as to the 
proportion of the exports going to the 
United Kingdom. Of the imports, 
between 80 and 990 per cent. came from 
the United Kingdom in 1899-1900. In 
regard to Somaliland, no particulars can 
he given of the share of the United King- 
dom in the total trade. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Will 
Papers giving further information be 
presented before the Supplementary 
Estimates are taken ! 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: The hon. 

Member forgets that at the beginning of 

my answer I said that this information 

was given in Papers presented to Parlia- | 
ment in 1899--1900. 


Mr. LOUGH : But will the figures be | 
brought up to date before the Supple 


) 


mentary Vote is taken | 


CRANBORNE: | 


are : liports, | 


* VISCOUNT 
promise. 


eannot | 


| fications in 


| by Lord Pauncefote to Mr. Hay. 
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NICARAGUA CANAL--HAY-PAUNCE- 
FOTE TREATY. 

Sir CHRISTOPHER FURNESS: | 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs if, without detriment 
to the public interest, he can inform the 
House what is the existing position of 
the negotiations relative to the Hay- 
Pauncetote Treaty for the repeal of the 
Clayton-Bulwer Treaty, and whether it 
is intended that the Treaty shall be modi- 
fied in the sense proposed by the United 
States Senate, namely, that in the event 
of a canal being constructed it shall be 
fortified by and shall be under the con- 
trol of the United States in the event of 


| war: whether negotiations are proceed- 


ing with other Powers in regard to this 
question ; and when he proposes to place 
copies of the Correspondence relating to 
the matter upon the Table of the House. 


* Viscount CRANBORNE: The mod1- 
the Hay-Pauncefote Con- 
vention proposed by the United States 
Senate have not been accepted by His 
Majesty's Government. A communi- 
cation to this effect was made yesterday 
His 
Majesty's Government are not engaged 
in negotiations with any other Power 
in regard to this question. 1 will ask 
the hon. Member to postpone his ques 
tion with regard to presentation of Papers 
for a few days. 


ASHANTI EXPENDITU RE- THE 
GOLDEN STOOL. 

*Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether, before the Supple 
mentary Estimate for expenditure in- 
curred in respect of the recent disturb- 
ances in Ashanti is brought forward. he 
will distribute to Members Papers dealing 
with the events which led up to those 
disturbances ; and whether he will now 
state what were the instructions given to 
Sir F. Hodgson as to obtaining ‘pos- 
session of the Golden Stool and the col- 
lection of a war indemnity. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN. 
Birmingham, W.): Papers have been 
presented, and I am informed that they 
will be distributed on Tuesday. No in- 
structions were given to Sir F. Hodgson 
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as to the Golden Stool. but he was autho- ' 


rised, on the advice of himself and the 
Resident at Coomassie, to take steps to 
raise a revenue of £12,000 a vear. The 
Resident recommended that this should 
not be called a tribute, or tax, but should 
be levied as interest on the unpaid war 
indemnities. which he believed the 
Ashantis would consider a pertectly just 
and legitimate debt. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, Isle of 
Thanet): Can my right hon. triend say 
whether any estimate has been placed 
upon the value of the Golden Stool ! 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The Golden 
Stool has a “moral and intellectual 
value.” 


*Vin. C. P. SCOTT: Is not the Golden 
Stool regarded us the symbol ot posses 


sion ! 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Precisely ; 


that is the * moral and intellectual value.” 


Mr. LOUGIL: Did Sir James Willeoeks 


make any settlement on this point 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir: 


that was left to the present Resident. 


Mr. LOUGHIL: Shall we see the Papers 
before the Supplementary Estimates are 
taken ! 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: 1 do not 
think there is any chance of getting 


them before Friday. 


INDIAN CABLE RATES. 

Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): 1 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether the Indian Government 
receives the rate for the transit 
India of between the 
Governments of the Australasian Colo 
nies and the United Kingdom as is 
received for commercial telegrams : and, 
if not, what transit rate is paid by each 
of the various Governments concerned, 
and for what period in each case such 
rate has been in use: will he state the 
total number of words which, for each 
vear from 1891-2 till the present time. 
has been exchanged between India and 
the United Kingdom as State or Govern- 


same 


across messages 


{COMMONS} 
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Questions, 


ment messages ; whether, for each of the 
years in question, the Governments of 
India and the United Kingdom 
paid for Government telegrams the same 
rate as currently charged for commercial 
telegrams ; and, if not, will he state during 
what period and to what extent such 
rate for Government telegrams between 
India and the United Kingdom has been 
varied ; and, if it is convenient to turnish 
the number of words in these Govern- 
ment telegrams, will he give the sum 
annually paid since 1891-2 by the Indian 
Government for such telegrams sent and 
received between India and the United 
Kingdom. 


have 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : The - transit 
rate India for messages of the 
Governments of the Australasian Colo- 
nies and the United Kingdom is the same 


across 


as that received tor commercial tele- 
grams. The second and fourth ques. 


tions will have to be referred to India 
for an answer. State from 
India include messages to the War Office. 
Admiralty. ete.. and we have no informa 
tion in this Office regarding these. The 
answer to the third question is ” Yes.” 
Government messages between India and 
the United Kingdom are paid for at the 


messages 


stune rate as Commercial messages. 


Sir EDWARD SASSOON : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether. in view of the impossibility of 
gathering complete information on the 
subject from some of the annual reports 
published by the Indian Government 
Telegraph Department. he will 
separately the number of words eonstitu- 
ting the telegrams which for each year 
have passed over the Indian land lines 
from Bombay to Madras and rire versa 
as transit messages under the headings 
of private, State. and press, since the 
Indian Government partuer 
with the Eastern Telegraph Company, 
the Eastern Extension, ete... Telegraph 
Company, and the Indo-European Tele- 
graph Company, in the fund which. 
being known as the Australian Message 
Fund, was formed in 1891-2 in connec: 
tion with the reduction of telegraph 
rates between the United Kingdom and 
Australia ; and will he give separately 
under the above headings the total 


vive 


became a 


sum for each year since India became 
a partner to this Australian Message 
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Fund, which has been received by India 
as transit rate; and also the total sum 
for each year which would have been 
paid to India for the number of words | 
which have actually been carried in 
transit, at the rate which prevailed 
before the reduction in 1891-2 of the 
Indian transit rate, made in favour of | 
telegrams to and from Australia and | 
the Far East. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: As I under- 
stand the question, it means a wish to | 
know the number of words, divided into 
private, State, and press, which have 
transited India between Bombay and 
Madras, and have been exchanged with | 
Australia on the one side and the west | 
of India on the other. Also the revenue 
derived from such messages under the | 
present Indian transit rate, and the | 
revenue which would have been derived | 
from the same number of words under | 
the Indian transit rate in force previous | 
to the Australasian Message Fund | 
Agreement. I am afraid I cannot give | 
this information, though I could give | 
the revenue or charge without much | 
difficulty. If my hon. friend will com- | 
municate with me I will see what I can | 
do to enable him to get the information | 
he desires. 


Sin EDWARD SASSOON : L beg to | 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, | 
if he would say whether in all cases, as 
is the case at present in communicating 
with India, the full commercial rate is 
charged for Government telegrams ex- 
changed with the United Kingdom ; 


Questions. 





and, if not, in the case of which telegraph 


companies and to which countries a rate 
less than the full rate is charged for 
Government telegrams; and can_ he 
state the number of words or the total | 
value of telegrams which, annually | 
passing as Government telegrams, have | 
been sent and received between the 
United Kingdom and India since the 
year 1891-2. 


Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAm- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): No, Sir. 
Reduced rates are charged to South 
Africa and certain places in East Africa 
and West Africa by- the Eastern Tele- 


‘Government Board 


graph Company and its associated com- 
VOL. XC. | 
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panies ; to Australasia and certain places 
in Asia beyond India by the Eastern 
Extension ‘Telegraph Company; to 
North America by the North Atlantic 


| Cable Companies ; to the West Indies 


by the North Atlantic Cable Companies 


‘and the West India Telegraph Direct 


Company ; to South America, so far as 
the Eastern and its associated telegraph 
companies and the North Atlantic 
Cable Companies are concerned, and to 
Cyprus, by the Eastern Telegraph Com- 
pany. The Postmaster General is not 
in a position to state the number of 
words or the value of Government tele- 
grams between the United Kingdom 
and India, seeing that many of the 
telegrams do not pass through the hands 


of his officials, but are dealt with direct 


by the companies. 


Sir EDWARD SASSOON: Can the 
hon. Gentleman say where I can get the 
information ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | 
do not know, except by applying to the 
companies. 


LAW OFFICERS’ SALARIES. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
[ beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether, in view of the burdens 
placed on the nation by the prolongation 
of the war in South Africa, he proposes 
to make any reduction in the sums that 
are paid, partly for fees and partly for 
salary, to the Attorney and Solicitor 
General. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): No, Sir, 1 do not contem- 
plate making any such proposal. 


PORT SANITARY AUTHORITIES-- 
COST OF MAINTENANCE. 

CoLonEL SADLER (Middlesbrough) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
whether, in view 
of the ever increasing expense of main- 
taining the various port sanitary authori- 
ties of the country, which now falls 
solely on the seaport local authorities, 
and having regard to the fact that inland 


,towns and districts are also interested 


in the prevention of the importation 


3b 
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of infectious diseases into the country, 
lie will recommend that all or part of the 
expenditure thus incurred should become 
ai national charge. 

Sik M. HICKS BEACH: My right 
hon. friend has asked me to 
this question. This matter has 


Questions. 


been 


carefully considered on more than one } 


His Majesty's 
reason 


occasion in recent years. 
Government see no sufficient 


for altering the decision that has been } 


arrived at by previous Governments, 
or for relieving the outports from the 
duty that has always been incumbent on 
them of preventing, at an expense by 
no means large, the introduction of 
infectious diseases into the country. 


COIN AGE—HALF-CROWNS AND 
FLORINS. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): | 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether, considering the con- 
fusion arising from the similarity of the 
florin and half-crown pieces, he will take 
the opportunity of the proposed issue 
of new coins to withdraw the latter from 
circulation. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It is not 
proposed to discontinue the coinage of 
half-crowns, and I do not think such 
a course would meet with general appro- 
val. Consideration, however, will be 
given to the point whether the designs 
of the two coins can be made more 
distinct. 

INFECTIOUS DISEASE IN THE 

WHARFEDALE UNION, YORKSHIRE. 

Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 


ment Board if he can state the number | 


of cases of infectious diseases in the 


Wharfedale Union in Yorkshire which | 


have been reported in the last five years. 
THE PRESIDENT or tHE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Wauter 
Long, Bristol, E.): The Returns for 
1900 tor this Union are not at present 
complete, but in respect of the five years 
ending on 31st December, 1899, the total 
number of cases was 1,181]. 
SMALL DWELLINGS ACQUISITION 
ACT, 1899. 
Mr. HORNER (Lambeth, N.): L beg 
tu ask the President of the Local Govern- 
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ment Board whether he can state how 
many local authorities in the United 
Kingdom have put in operation the 
Small Dwellings Acquisition Act, 1899; 
how many local authorities in the County 
of London have done so; what has been 
| the number of applications in the United 
Kingdom generally since the passing of 
the Act ; what the number in the County 
of London for the same period ; and how 
many of these applications respectively 
have been granted. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Local 
/Government Board have no jurisdiction 
under the Act in Seotland or Treland, 
As regards England and Wales. | am 
afraid | cannot give the particulars 
desired. As was intimated recently in 
reply to a question by my hon. friend 
the Member for North Islington, my 
information is limited to cases of appli- 
cations by local authorities to the Board 
for sanction when loans are required for 
the purposes of the Act. [ may add 
that in London such loans are not sane- 
tioned by the Local Government Board, 
but by the London County Council. 


Mr. HORNER: Will my right hon, 
friend say where | can get the infor- 


mation ! 


Mr. WALTER LONG: | only have 
‘information of the cases in which appli- 
cation is made to the Local Government 
‘Board. Where the local authorities do 
‘not apply to the Board, | have no infor 
mation. 


Mr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell. N.): 
Js it a fact that in January last the 
Local Government Board had appli- 
cations from Fulham and Hampstead to 
put the Act in force, and sent a reply ! 


Mr. WALTER LONG: As I believe 
the reply was sent to the hon. Member, 
he himself knows best. 


MAGISTRATES AND THE OATIE OF 
ALLEGIANCE. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary%ol 
State for the Home Department} whether 
on the demise of the Crown magistrates 
already on the Commission of the Peace 

| are obliged to take the oath of allegiance 
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to the new Sovereign, or whether it is 
merely optional on their part. 


*THeE SECRETARY¢or3 STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr 
kitcuiz, Croydon): I am advised that 
magistrates who are duly qualified may, 
notwithstanding the demise of the 
Crown, lawfully proceed in the execu- 
tion of their duties without taking any 
fresh oath ; but that it is proper and, 
desirable that they should embrace | 
an early opportunity of taking anew 
the oath of allegiance and the judicial 
oath. 


Questions. 


DRAYCOTT (DERBYSHIRE) CEMETERY. 

Sik WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
IIkeston) : T beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he is aware that, notwithstanding that 
the Burial Act of 1900 came into opera- 
tion on the Ist of January last, the 
Parish Council of Draycott, Derbyshire, 
have been required to divide their ceme- | 
tery, opened since the Ist of January, | 
into consecrated and unconsecrated parts, | 
in accordance with a plan sanctioned | 
by the late Home Secretary prior to the | 
passing of the said Act ; and whether, | 
seeing that this deprives the burial 
authority of the discretionary power 
in regard to consecration given by that 
Act, and subjects them to an enactment 
which has been now repealed, he will 
take steps for the withdrawal of this 
requirement. 

*Mr. RITCHIE: The division of the 
burial ground in question into conse- 
crated and unconsecrated parts was 
approved by my predecessor in accord- 
ance with an application made by the 
parish council before the Burial Act of 
last year was passed. I am advised that 
the obligation of the burial authority 
to proceed to the consecration of the part 
so approved is not affected by the passing 
of the Act. I may add that even under 
the new law the question of the conse- 
cration of burial grounds 1s not left 
entirely to the discretion of the burial 
authority. 

In reply to a further question by Sir 
Water Foster, Mr. RITCHIE said he 
was of opinion that burial grounds 
approved prior to the passing of the Act 
must be dewlt with in accordance with 
the old Act. 
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} REPORT OF PATENT LAW 
| COMMITTEE. 
' Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prest- 


wich): I beg to ask the President of the 

Board of Trade whether he can say when 
the Report of the Committee on Patent 
Law will be published. 


THE PRESIDENT or TH: BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. GeraLD  BALFour, 
Leeds, Central): The Report of the 
Committee was presented yesterday. 
and will, | hope, be in the hands of 
Members very shortly. 


SITTINGS.—TEMPERA- 
RE OF HOUSE. 
I 


ALL-NIGHT 
TU ( 
R LEE 


U 


*Mr. ARTHU (Hampshire, 
Fareham): 1 bee to ask the First 
Cominissioner of Works whether he 
could undertake that on any future 


oceasion when circumstances may re- 
quire that Members of this House should 
be kept up all night the normal tempera- 
ture of the House should be kept up also. 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovuetas, Kent. 
St. Augustine’s): I can assure my hon. 
friend that every care shall be taken to 
keep up the normal temperature of 
the House throughout the night, if, 
unfortunately, we should again have to 
undergo the experience of an all-night 
sitting. The records taken, which I shall 
be pleased to let my hon. friend see, 
show that the temperature was very 
evenly maintained throughout the early 
hours of Friday last. 


DUCHY OF CORNWALL—COAL 
ROYALTIES IN SOMERSETSHIRE. 
Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 8.) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he can state the amount received 
from royalty by the Duchy of Cornwall 
upon coal worked in the parish of Far- 
rington Gurney, Somerset, and also the 
amount received from royalty upon coal 
worked in the parish of Clandown, 
Midsomer Norton, Somerset. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
regret that I am unable to give the 
information asked for, as the boundaries 
of the collieries which work coal belonging 
to the Duchy of Cornwall do not coincide 
with the parish boundaries, and coal of 


3B2 
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Questions. 


other owners is raised through the same 
shafts, the royalties upon such coal not 
being known to the Duchy officers. The 
total amount of royalties received by the 
Duchy is given in the accounts annually 
presented to Parliament. 


STOLEN POSTAGE STAMPS. 

Mr. LODER (Brighton) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether, 
seeing that new postage stamps will now 
have to be issued, the Postmaster General 
can see his way to perforating or other- 
wise marking in a distinctive manner 
penny stamps which may be used in 
filling up the shilling Savings Bank 
forms, so that the fraudulent use of the 
ordinary penny stamp may as far as 
possible be avoided. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The Postmaster General has no evidence 
of any extensive use of Savings Bank 
stamp deposit forms for the disposal of 
stolen postage stamps; and to provide 
that none but special stamps should be 
used on such forms would detract from 
the simplicity and consequent usefulness 
of the arrangement. No _ perforated 
stamp is accepted as a part of a deposit ; 
and any firm can thus remove tempta- 
tion to dishonesty of the kind indicated 
by having its ordinary penny stamps 
perforated. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES— 
BINDING OF FREE COPIES. 
CotonEL MILWARD (Warwickshire. 
Stratford-upon-Avon) : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether the 
binding of the volumes of Hansard’s 
Debates supplied to Members may be 
improved, and whether a cloth binding 
similar to that used for the public 
general statutes, which are also supplied 
gratuitously, mav be employed. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, 
Sir, this shall be done if T receive from 
my hon. friend any evidence to show 
that the change is generally desired by 
Members. 


SECOND DIVISION CLERKS. 
Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 


Secretary to the Treasury if he can 
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state how many senior assistant clerks 
(abstracter class) have been promoted 
to the second division under Clause 15 
of the Order in Council of 29th Novem- 
ber, 1898. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, 
Sir ; sixty-eight. 


(Juestions. 


ROYAL PARKS, KEW GARDENS, ETC. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury if he would 
consent to a Return showing the acreage 
of the Royal Parks in Great Britain and 
Ireland, and their annual cost for the 
last ten years, with details of expenditure 
showing the weekly wages of workmen 
engaged respectively on roads, on paths, 
in gardening, the road and path mileage 
and cost per yard, the cost of gravel, 
sand, and stone, the number of lamps 
per mile and cost, the salaries of park- 
keepers, gatemen, rangers, and officials 
in each grade, and any other heads of 
expenditure.. 

I beg also to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether he would give a Return 
showing for Kew Gardens, London, and 
Botanic Gardens, Dublin, the respective 
acreage ; the area under glass ; the annual 
cost for ten years of trees, shrubs, flowers, 
and seeds ; the number of workmen and 
their wages; the number of scientific 
men employed and their salaries and 
emoluments ; the date of the respective 
foundations ; and the total cost of both 
to the State. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | 
shall be happy to give a Return showing 
the acreage of the Royal Parks in Great 
Britain and Ireland, of Kew Gardens, 
and of the Botanic Gardens, Dublin, and 
the total expenditure on each during the 
last ten years. J am unable to ascertain 
the total cost of each to the State since 
their foundation. On 21st March, 1899, 
my predecessor gave to the hon. Member 
the information which he desires as to 
the road mileage and cost per yard,7 and 
details of the expenditure on wages and 
salaries will be found in the Estimates. 

Mr. ‘Tl. M. HEALY: Will the hon. 
Gentleman include in the Return the 
details I ask for, so that all can under- 
stand them ? 





+ See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixviii., page 1558." 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : I 


see no objection to giving some of them, 
but to inelude those not already available 
would involve a great deal of trouble and 
labour without compensating advan- 
tages. 


(Questions. 


POSTAL SERVICE — AGE LIMIT FOR 

COMPETITIVE EXAMINATIONS. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether it would be possible 
to allow those who entered the postal 
service under the old regulations to com- 
pete up to the five years limit, seeing 
that it has been impossible for a majority 
of those affected by the alteration to 
make any improvement since the in- 
tended change was notified. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes. 


Sir, this has heen arranged. 


SCOTTISH MUSSEL FISHERIES. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S8.): I beg to 
ask the Lord Advocate whether he is 
aware that the Commissioners of Woods 
and Forests and Board of Trade are pre- 
venting the mussel fishermen of Port 
Glasgow, Greenock, Dumbarton, and 
Cardross from having the free use of the 


banks and mussel beds; whether the | 


Fisheries Board have leased the mussel | 
beds opposite Port Glasgow to an ex: | 
official member of their own Board at a 
nominal rent of 20s. on a thirty-one 
years lease ; and whether he will hold a 
public inquiry into all the circumstances 
connected with this transaction. 


*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am 
informed by the Fishery Board that the 
reason for the action stated in the first | 
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on terms that were the same to all. The 
lessee was never an official of the Fishery 
| Board and was not in their employment 
at the time of entering on the lease, 
though, as an expert, he had been eme 
ployed by them formerly. He was 
selected entirely on his merits, being 
one of the best authorities on the subject 
in Scotland. The terms of the lease 
| were adjusted after consultation by the 
Fishery Board with the town councils 
of Greenock and Port Glasgow. The 
Secretary for Scotland sees no cause for 
any inquiry. 





| IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD 
STAFF. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
| W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
/to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if the 
| Local Government Board tor Ireland 
-have increased their staff of auditors, 
‘inspectors, and clerks since the Local 
‘Government Act (Ireland) came into 
operation ; and, if so, can he say how 
i;many of each have been appointed, 
| and at what salaries. 


| Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): There 
has been an increase in the staff of the 
Local Government Board since the 
passing of the Act of 1898. Details of 


'the increase under the heads mentioned 


in the question, with the salaries of the 


| officers, will be found on a comparison 


of the Estimates of the Department for 
1901 (Class IL, page 201) with the 
Estimates for the current and past two 
years. 


SMALL HOUSES ACQUISITION ACT. 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 


paragraph of the hon. Member's question | Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 


was the long-continued complaint of | 
the line fishermen of Scotland of the | 
growing scarcity of mussels for bait on | 
account of the reckless depletion of the 


Ireland whether he would be willing to 
introduce an Amendment to the Small 
Houses Acquisition Act, Clause 2, sub- 
section (c), that the title to the owner- 








Clyde mussel beds, which are supported | ship is one which an ordinary mortgagee 
by the recommendations of the Depart- | would be willing to accept, and insert 
mental Committee of 1889. Under Sec- | the word “‘ purchaser ” instead of “ mort- 
tion 12 of the Sea Fisheries Regulation | gagee,” and also modify Registration 
(Scotland) Act, 1895, the Fishery Board | Clause 7 by removing the personal 
leased the mussel beds in question from | liability of the registrar, and the limit 
the Crown at an annual charge of £1, | of time reduced to twelve years as under 
and publicly advertised for a sub-tenant | the Conveyancing Act. 
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Question Ss, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have already 
informed the hon. Member that this 
Act, which became law in August, 1899, 
has been in operation in Ireland for so 
limited a time as to offer insufficient 
grounds for considering the question of 
further legislation. When the Govern- 
ment are in a position to form an opinion 
as to how far it would be desirable or 
possible, by legislation, to modify the 
machinery of the Act, the suggestions of 
the hon. Member will be considered. 


ROXBORO ROAD SCHOOLS, LIMERICK. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state to what uses are the premises ot 
the Roxboro Road Schools, Limerick, 
and the lands that constitute that endow- 
ment, now applied. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Roxboro 
Road Schools have been let to Dean 
Gregg, at a rent of £20 a year, which, 
with the dividends on the funded por- 


tion of the endowment, is being accumu- | 


lated in the hands of the Commissioners 
of Education. 


COUNT: DOWN CONSTABULARY. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
[ beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state how many constables off the 
seniority list in County Down have been 
advanced to the rank of acting sergeant 
since Ist January, 1900, and how many 
of them are Roman Catholics ; 
whether he can state what proportion 
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and | 


Questions. 1352 
| the Local Government Board are insist- 
ing on the appointment of trained 
nurses for the position of assistant 
nurses in workhouse hospitals, and re- 
fusing to allow boards of guardians to 
appoint girls to these positions who 
jcould be trained (at a great saving to 
| the rates) under the eyes of the medical 
| officer and nurse in charge ; and whether 
he will order this order of the Local 
Government Board to be withdrawn. 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: In the interests 
‘of the sick poor it is necessary that the 
assistant nurse of a small workhouse 
hospital should be an experienced, quali- 
fied nurse, as she has entire charge of the 
sick during the temporary absence ot 
the nurse from any eanse, besides having 
probably to take charge of patients at 
night in many eases. The opinion ot 
the Loeal Government Board is that no 
person should be appointed and_ paid 
for discharging the duties of a nurse 
unless she has been sufficiently trained. 
The Board does not ask that an assistant 
nurse should be fully trained within the 
| meaning of Section 58 (2) (a) (ii.) of the 
| Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, 
and the Board has always been glad to 
| encourage boards of guardians to train 
| nurses whenever a systematic course otf 
training has been proposed under sufh- 
‘cient and competent teachers. This has 
| been done in some unions. The Board 
is, however, unable to approve of pro- 
| posals that inexperienced untrained girls 
should be permitted to attempt to dis- 
charge nursing duties, and to acquire the 
status of a nurse without any sufficient 
‘or systematic instruction. 





the Roman Catholic constables in the | 


county bear to non-Catholies. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Seven constables 
serving in Down have been promoted 
to the rank of acting sergeant since the 
Ist January, 1900; one of them is a 
Roman Catholic. There is no seniority 
list. There are 117 Roman Catholic 
constables in the county at present, and 
91 of other religious denominations. 


NURSES IN IRISH WORKHOUSES. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland will he explain why 





Mr. J. P. FARRELL: If the boards 
| consent to send these girls to be properly 
‘trained, will the Local Government 
| Board be prepared to make them a grant- 
_in-aid in the same way as is done in the 
case of fully-trained nurses ! 





| Mr. WYNDHAM: That is a proper 
| subject for inquiry, and | will look into it. 


LONGFORD CROWN SOLICITOR. 
Me. J. P. FARRELL : I beg to ask the 


| Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 


|of Ireland to state what is the salary of 


_ the Crown Solicitor of Longford county ; 


{ 
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what amount he receives for the office of {tion by the society in question. The 
local registrar of titles ; can he state how Commissioners, upon communicating 
many appearances this Crown Solicitor | with the firm by which the books are 
makes, in,court in the exercise of the! supplied, were assured that they were 
duties-of his office ; how many consulta- printed and bound in Dublin. In view 
tions he has to attend; whether he pre- of this assurance, I do not think any 
pares any reports or gives advices to the | useful purpose would be served by grant- 
constabulary ; and how long has he. ing the Return indicated, but if the hon. 
been now appointed to this office. Meinber has any further representations 
‘to make in the matter, and will eommuni- 
Mk. WYNDHAM: The salary of the , cate them to me, I shall be happy to cause 
Urown Solicitor tor Longtord is £275 a! further inquiry to be made. 
year ; as local registrar of titles he is paid 
i salary of £300 a year. The Crown oe oe oe j ae 
Solicitor conducts all Crown business at aaa eM fot ogi 
ag ag sprigs ors | Mn. J. P. FARRELL : [beg to ask the 
prepares reports when such are necessary | Financial Secretary to the 1 igggenies 4 
in the discharge of his duties, and likewise | “ hen it is proposed to reconsider the Esti- 
udvises the constabulary. The present mate for building national schools in 
holder of the office was appointed to the Ireland under Plan No. IV. A of the 
united offices of Crown and Sessional , Berd of Works ; and whether, in the 
Cooma. Selicitar in. 1689: he wee oeb ' case of managers whose claims for extras 
ginally appointed to the latter office in have heen recommended by the Eduea- 
IR63. | tion Board inside the last two years for an 
increased grant, such claims will be con- 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Can the right sidered in any increase in amounts pro- 
hon. Gentleman give the number of posed to be given. 


appearances which this gentleman made | 
last year in return for his salary ? Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
. | revision referred to in the first paragraph 
Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir; but I isnow in progress, and will be proceeded 
gather that his duties are very multi- with as rapidly as the pressure of other 
farious in their nature. . ‘work allows. It will not be possible to 
| make the decision retrospective so as to 
IRISH EDUCATION CoMMIssIoNERS’ | “PPIY it to cases already dealt with. 
STORES. 
sae ; Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Can the hon. 
i. crepe ee Gentleman say when the result of the 
tothe Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
complaints have been received from the | Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
ee _ sponge lam afraid I ree ; = there vey - no 
tity of Readers and other school books om ge re h ee cae 
which have been imported into the pressing duties which must not be 
Edueation Commissioners’ stores in Marl- .) oy 4 ; 
borough Street, and of the hardship | en th ah 
inflicted on Dublin bookbinders by this 
action; and whether he will give a BOYLE GUARDIANS—CASE OF JOSEPH 
Return showing the number of such GRADY. 
hooks sent to these stores, with the Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Finan- 
names of the publishers supplying same cial Secretary to the War Office whether 
and the places where the work is exe- a claim has been received from the Foyle 
ented. Board of Guardians for a sum of £5 5s. 
for the maintenance of a boy named 
Mr. WYNDILAM: Complaints of the Joseph Grady, the son of Private John 
character mentioned were recently made | Grady, now serving with the first 
to the Commissioners of National Educa- | battalion of the Connaught Rangers ; 


revision will be made known 2 
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Sovereiqn’s Oath on 


and whether he will direct that this sum, 
which is calculated at 3d. a day, will be 
forwarded to the workhouse authorities 
in Boyle. 


Lorp STANLEY : This claim has becn | 


received. Under the Army Act the man 


is only liable to a stoppage of 3d. for the 


This 3d. has been 
The elerk to the 


support of his family. 
paid to the man’s wife. 


guardians has been informed accordingly. | 


NAVY ESTIMATES. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury when the Navy Estimates will 
be circulated. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope this 


evening. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


When does the right hon. Gentleman 


propose to move the Speaker out of the | 


chair on them ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


lL am afraid 1 


cannot indulge in any conjectures on | 


that subject at the present moment. 


NEW BILLS. 


INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS 
AMENDMENT. 
Bill to amend the Acts relating to 
Industrial Schools, ordered to be brought 
in by Dr. Maenamara, Mr. Flower, Cap- 
tain Norton, Sir Fortescue Flannery, 
and Mr. Corrie Grant. 


ACTS 


INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the Acts ‘relating to 
Industrial Schools,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Friday, 22nd March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 94.] 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION. 


Bill to amend the Sovereign’s Acces- 
sion Oath as regards the statements 
in it concerning the Roman Catholic 
religion, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. William Redmond, Mr. Blake, 


Mr. Abraham, Captain Donelan, Mr. 


{COMMONS} 
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Patrick O'Brien, Mr. Flynn, Mr. Hayden, 
Mr. Murphy, and Mr. Boland. 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 

_ “To amend the Sovereign’s Accession 
| Oath as regards the statements in it 
concerning the Roman Catholic Religion,” 
presented, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the Bill be now read the first 
time. —(VUr. William Redmond.) 


| *Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
|S.) : Lrise to oppose this Bill. The First 
| Lord of the Treasury told us yesterday 
| that there would be no objection to the 
appointment of a Joint Committee of both 
Houses of Parliament to consider this 
question. I think it entirely premature 
‘to introduce a Bill dealing with the 
matter, until the presentation of the 
report of the Joint Committee of the 
two Houses appointed to consider 
‘whether any alteration of the King’s 
Oath is necessary. The hon. Member 
| who is going to introduce this Bill would 
like to obliterate from the Oath taken 
by His Majesty on his Accession and 
Coronation, the word “ Protestant,” and 
everything that would maintain the 
Protestant succession to the Crown 
of these realms. I feel very strongly 
| on this question, and that it is extremely 
‘undesirable in the present state of 
| political opinion and the state of affairs 
in Europe, that the one throne in Europe 
which is securely fixed in the affections 
of the people should be tampered with. 
|I do not say if the Oath taken by His 
| Majesty in the House of Lords were to 
'be considered now for the first time 
‘that the form of words in it would 
| exactly suit the present day ; but I feel 
sure that our ancestors who assisted to 
build up the great fabric of the British 
Constitution, and based it on the Protes- 
tant religion, were fully justified in the 
protest that they made against the efforts 
which had been persistently used from 
time to time to destroy the civil and 
religious liberties of the people, and to 
establish the Roman Catholic religion. 
I will not take up the time of the House 
—{Cries from the Irish benches of “Go 
on!”|—for Ihope I know what is due to 
the House. I know hon. Members are 
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anxious to consider other important 
matters, and I am not one of those who 
will trespass on the time of the House of 
Commons at any undue length. Still I 
feel bound on this occasion to enter a 
protest against any attempt to tamper 
with the Protestantism of the British 
Constitution. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the first time ; to be read a 


second time upon Wednesday, 3rd April, 
and to be printed. [Bill 95.] 





SUPPLY (ARMY ESTIMATES). 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to Question 
[llth March], ‘That Mr. Speaker do 


now leave the Chair.” 


And which Amendment was— 


‘*To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words 
‘in the opinion of this House, the public 
interest requires that a complete and imme- 
diate inquiry be made into all the circum- 
stances connected with the removal from his 
cummand at Gibraltar of Major General 
Sir Henry Colvile, K.C.M.G., C.B. ; instead 
thereof.” —(Mr. Charles Douglas.) 


Question again proposed, ‘‘ That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


*CotonEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince) : I have no knowledge of Sir Henry 
Colvile’s case or of the case of the Secre- 
tary of State for War, beyond what I 
heard last night. The reason why | 
wish to make a few remarks is that this 
is, in my view, a case of an officer invited 
to resign his appointment for one thing 
only, when, in reality, he is removed 
for something else. In my view the 
false or incomplete issue upon which Sir 
Henry Colvile was called upon to resign 
has wrecked his career by inducing him 
to write to the press. He was invited 
to resign upon the Lindley affair, but 
the whole facts of that affair had been 
gone into before he was reappointed to 
the command at Gibraltar. Whether 
Colonel Spragge made a good or a bad 
defence could not affect the question 
whether Sir Henry Colvile should have 


gone on when he got Colonel Spragge’s | used to be regarded in the Army. 


{12 "Marcn 1901 } 
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message. 


g The fateful moment for 
General Colvile was when he decided to 
goon and not to go back to Lindley. 
Sir Henry Colvile’s decision, which was 
either right or wrong, was made 
anterior to Colonel Spragge’s defence. 
I venture to think that he was recalled 
for the reasons stated in the speech of 
the right hon. the Secretary of State 
for War, which | will read. 

“Lord Roberts stated that, in his opinior, 
on two occasions in the field General Colvile 
had shown a want of forwardness, of enter- 
prise, and of sound judgment which are 
essential qualifications for a command. He 
considered that in twice leaving a body of 
cavalry in difficulties he set an example which, 
if followed, would be fatal to an army in the 
field. Other circumstances had come to Lord 
Roberts’s notice in which General Colvile’s 
relations with his subordinates and the absence 
of sufficient control and supervision in his com- 
mand were ‘such as to seriously impair the 
confidence which troops should have in their 
leaders. I make that statement by Lord 
Roberts’s desire.” 

Now, to suggest resignation upon the 
Lindley affair, which had already been 
decided, was what no man who was 
prepared to stand a court - martial 
about the Lindley affair could possibly 
accede to. I venture to think that, in such 
a complicated case, it would have been 
better to have recalled Sir Henry Colvile 
direct. He need not have been em- 
ployed again unless the views of the 
authorities changed. But they might 
have changed, for it must be recollected 
that at Paardeberg it was the action of 
part of his division—the Canadians and 
the 7th Company of the Engineers, sup- 
ported by the Gordon Highlanders—in 
pushing forward at three in the morning, 
andentrenching themselveswithin eighty 
yards of Cronje’s defences, which finally 
forced on the surrender of the Boer 
commander. This act showed resource 
and an appreciation of the conditions of 
modern warfare which we do not 
always find; now the question arises, 
ought General Colvile to have the credit 
of this? I think so, because I recall 
that he advocated the same system at 
Maggersfontein. Thus General Colvile 
had agreat dealto his credit, even if he 
had other instances to militate against 
it. I think the action of the, War 
Office has been very fitful in this 
matter, and that it does not tend 
towards the interest of discipline as it 








1359 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 8.) : 
The right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
for War pointed out in his speech last 
night that he was not influenced .in his 
view of this case either by the social 
position which General Colvile occupies, 
or by the newspaper clamour which he 
told us had been raised in support of 
it. If that declaration was made by 
the right hon. Gentleman in order to 
ussure the House of his impartiality 
and of his firmness the House needed 
no such assurance. But if the obser- 
vation sprang from a feeling that a 
reflection could) be made upon the 
character of this attempt to secure for 
General Colvile some hearing by a com- 
petent military tribunal, then I venture 
to ask the House to helieve that those 
of us who are taking an interest in this 
subject. entirely disclaim any such mo- 
tive. We approach the ease in no parti- 
san sense. It involves a great public 
question relating to the status of military 
officers and the steps that ought to be 
taken before they are deprived of their 
position in His Majesty’s service. So 
far as I am personally concerned, the 
issue of this discussion is a matter of 
indifference. Except that I have had 
placed in my hands some papers by 
my hon. friend the Member for North- 
West Lanark, who drew attention to the 
subject, and that I have had the oppor- 
tunity of a general explanation from 
(ieneral Colvile, that officer is a complete 
stranger to me. What we ask the 
Hfouse to establish by the acceptance 
of the Amendment is that a military 


Supply— 


officer before he is deprived, of high com- | 


mand shall have his conduct investi- 
gated by a competent military tribunal, 
hefore which he may be heard in his 
defence. 
ciple of justice is that an accused person 


should be heard before he is condemned. | 


There is no jurisdiction so barbarous 
as not to be founded on that principle ; 
there is no system of jurisprudence 
which fails to be arbitrary if that prin- 
ciple is not observed. I think that in a 
very few minutes I can satisfy the House 
that General Colvile, an eminent officer, 
has been compulsorily retired without 
ever having had an opportunity of even 
hearing the materials upon which the 
charges against him are founded. or of 


{COMMONS} 


The most fundamental prin- | 
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‘offering to any competent military tri- 
bunal an answer to these imputations. 

What is the case against him? It re- 
solves itself into two charges. .The first 
is an indictment connected with Sanna’s 
Post; the second connected with the 
| surrender at Lindley. The right hon. 
Gentleman fully appreciated the relative 
importance of these two accusations, 
and he put in the forefront the con 
duct of General Colvile in relation to 
Sanna’s Post. What is the accusation ' 
It is that General Colvile, when a short 
distance removed from General Broad 
wood, communicated with General 
Broadwood, who was in action with the 
Boers. and invited General Broadwood 
to neglect the immediate duties which 
devolved upon him in connection with 
the command of his troops, and travel 
a distance of two or three miles in order 
to hold a personal interview with General 
| Colvile. The second charge is that General 
' Colvile, instead of proceeding to capture 
or rescue the lost guns, withdrew his 
troops in another direction. The right 
hon. Gentleman made these charges 
| against an officer of tried capacity, and 
led the House to believe that these con- 
stituted an accurate statement of facts, 
which had been accepted by General 
Colvile. Now, so far from General Col- 
vile accepting that satement as accurate, 
he has all along strenuously contested all 
of these allegations, and therefore it is 
obvious, in the interests of justice and 
fair play, that a case has arisen for in- 
'quiry. General Colvile’s argument is 
that, so far from having called upon 
General Broadweod to join him while 
General Broadwood was engaged in 
military operations, he issued that sum- 
mons hours after the military operations 
had concluded ; and that, so far from 
withdrawing his troops and avoiding 
his duty of rescuing or capturing the 
lost guns, he withdrew his troops in 
order that by a flank movement he might 
intercept the Boers, and so secure the 
guns. If that allegation is founded on 
fact, surely General Colvile is entitled 
to have his view presented for considera- 
' tion before a properly constituted military 
' tribunal. 


*Tne SECRETARY or STATE For 


WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
| The whole case was put by General 
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(olvile to Lord Roberts and considered 
by him before any action was taken. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON: I should 
like to know—and I hope the right 
hon. Gentleman will give us the infor- 
mation—in what form, where, and on 
what occasion General Colvile ever pre- 
sented for the consideration of the present 
Secretary of State for War or the Com- 
mander-in-Chief the statement of his 
case. If the right hon. 
only bear with me for a moment, | 
think I will make it clear to him that | 
the only statement ever made to Lord | 
Roberts by General Colvile was a state- 
ment briefly made in the course of an 
interview of a few minutes, before any 
charge had heen formulated against him 
aud when there was no opportunity of 


iraming an accusation which he might | 
have challenged or answered. A state- 


ment was put into writing by General 
Colvile at a later stage, and that state- 
ment was submitted to the Army 
Committee at the War Office, consisting 


of the predecessor of the right hon. | 


Gentleman, Lord Lansdowne, and Lord 
Wolseley ; and that statement was con- 
sidered so entirely satisfactory that they 
approved of General Colvile resuming 
his command at Gibraltar. That state- 
ment, so far from leading to censure, 
established General Colvile’s acquittal 
from the charges made against him. 
In regard to Sanna’s Post, I say that 
there is on the part of General Colvile 
a complete answer ; and what is more 
important, until last night, Sanna’s 
Post has never been relied on by the 
right hon. Gentleman in supporting the 
action taken against General Colvile. 
It has never before been put forward as 
a ground for this distinguished officer 
being removed from his command. 

Let me establish that proposition. The 
first reference to Sanna’s Post appears 
in the despatch which Lord Roberts 


wrote and sent to the War Office. In | 


that despatch he describes 
Colvile’s operation of withdrawing his 
troops in order to intercept the Boers 
and guns by a flank movement as not 
quite an error of judgment, because the 
phrase used was— 


“It would have been better if General Col- 
vile, instead of seeking to-reseue'the guns by a 


flank movement, had operated directly =pen | 


{12 Marcn 1901} 


Gentleman will | 


General | 


1362 


the position where the guns were, and from 
which the Boers were transporting them.” 


Ariny Estimates. 


(That is a qualified and indirect reflec- 


tion on the exercise of judgment on 
the part of General Colvile. Later a 
‘letter was written to General Colvile, 
when he was at Gibraltar, explaining to 
him the grounds upon which—and in 
which the right hon. Gentleman con- 
curred with Lord Roberts—it had heen 
| decided to withdraw him from his com- 
mand. That letter was written on 16th 
December last, and stated that the 
gravamen of the case against General 
| Colvile was in connection with the Lindley 
affair alone. It runs as follows + 

‘The Secretary of State having discussed 
by telegraph the incidents of the surrender of 
No. XII. Imperial Yeomanry battalion, con- 
curs with Lord Roberts that you were mainly 
responsible for the surrender, and has relue- 
tantly come to the conclusion that you cannot 
be permitted to retain your command. [| am 
directed to request you =< hand in your 
resignation to General Sir George W hite on 
receipt of this letter, and quit Gibraltar.’ 


' If Sanna’s Post was relied on on 11th 
December as a ground for the peremp- 
tory withdrawal of General Colvile from 
Gibraltar, why was it not mentioned in 
that letter? The right hon. Gentleman 
intimated last night that the history of 
Sanna’s Post had gradually developed, 
and that new light had been thrown 
on that unfortunate affair ; but as late 
as 21st February in the present year 
‘the Secretary of State alleged as the 
only ground for the measure against 
General Colvile the Lindley surrender. 
Sanna’s Post was not mentioned at all. 
What reliance can be placed upon the 
ease which rests mainly on General 
Colvile’s conduct at Sanna’s Post, when 
no inquiry on that affair has ever been 
held, when General Colvile has never 
had an opportunity of hearing the state- 
ments made to Lord Roberts in regard to 
it, and when no mention has been 
made of it until last night, and it has 
never been put forward as one of the 
| reasons ? 


| *Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. and 
‘learned gentleman is speaking from a 
brief supplied to him by General Colvile. 
I am therefore surprised he does not 
| know that there is a memorandum by 
| General Colvile dealingtwith the whole 
question of Sanna’s Post. 
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*Mr. LAWSON WALTON: I fail to! He implied it rather than said it, because he 
appreciate the foree of the right hon. | told us of other officers who had travelled 


Gentleman's interposition; the only 
motive apparently was to indulge in a 
cheap sneer at my expense, which will 


not serve the right hon. Gentleman. | 
The point I understand him to make. 


is this, that with regard to the story 
of Sanna’s Post, General Colvile 
had an opportunity of clearing him- 
self. The right hon. Gentleman gave 


us what he said was the story of Sanna’s 


Post, but what was the source of in- 
spiration from which that story came ? 
What are the historical data upon which 


that version rests? They were supplied. 


by Lord Roberts, and I have no doubt 
were conscientiously believed in by Lord 
Roberts and by the right hon. Gentle- 


man himself; but where does Lord 
Roberts get these statements? He got 


those statements through various officers 
from information derived from various 
persons and through various channels, 
and General Colvile has had no oppor- 
tunity of checking those statements or of 
cross-examining those persons who made 
them. 
session of a version of these incidents 
through statements made behind the 
back of the officer involved, who has had 


Lord Roberts is put into pos-| 


has | 


| 


no opportunity of giving his answer to | 


them. 
put forward, it is said that they are the 


Yet, when those statements are | 


| manry. 


twice the distance and succeeded in ren- 
dering important service to the Yeo. 
But he did not tell the House 
that General Colvile did not follow their 
example because he was under orders 
to go elsewhere. The other officers 
were under orders to go to Lindley. 
General Colvile was under orders to go 
to Heilbron, and, according to those 
orders, he had to be at Heilbron the 
next day, and he could not go back to 
the rescue of the Yeomanry at Lindley 
without disobeying the specific orders 
which he had received. I do not suggest 
to the House that this is a matter which 
we can investigate, but it is a matter 
which should be investigated. I say 
that General Colvile has a case with 
regard to the Lindley disaster which 
should be tried, a case upon which a 
competent military tribunal should ex- 
press some verdict. Now Lindley is in 
a different position from Sanna’s Post, 
because, while there never was an inquiry 
into the affair at Sanna’s Post, with 
regard to the Lindley disaster there were 
two, the one which most nearly 
approached a judicial inquiry being 
directed by the right hon. Gentleman 
himself. When General Colvile re 
turned to this country from South 
Africa he was told that Lord Roberts 


had criticised his action, and was asked 


result of an inquiry in which General | 
Colvile had every opportunity given to | 


him for defence, and therefore he is not 
injured in that matter, having had a full 
opportunity of putting his case before 
his judges. 

Now, I shall show the House in a 
moment that all that has ever been 
produced by General Colvile was a memo- 
randum which was sent to the War 
Office when his conduct was under in- 
vestigation after the Sanna’s Post affair 


to furnish an explanation, which he did; 
but the right hon. Gentleman fails to see 
the distinction between an answer to an 


accusation framed and an explanation 
given by an accused person before he 
/knows the charge made against him. 


General Colvile told his own version, 


and shortly after a despatch was received 


and the Lindley disaster, and when that | 


explanation was regarded as satisfactory 


by those who were qualified to express | 
Before going further, let | 


an opinion. 
me first touch upon the Lindley case. 
What was the Lindley case? It was 


from Lord Roberts, and a Committee 
consisting of Lord Lansdowne, the then 
Secretary of State for War, and Lord 
Wolseley investigated the matter, and 
they approved of General Colvile taking 
up his command at Gibraltar. That 
took place in August. In the month of 
December the right hon. Gentleman 


‘succeeded Lord Lansdowne at the War 


that General Colvile failed to go back | 
‘night the right hon. Gentleman told us 
to rescue Yeomanry in difficulties. That, | that the decision of that Committee was 
in the opinion of the right hon. Gentle- | arrived at without the knowledge of Lord 


eighteen or twenty-two miles in order 


man, was a most inhuman proceeding. | Roberts. 7 


Office, and Lord Roberts succeeded Lord 
Wolseley as Commander-in-Chief. Last 
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*Mr. BRODRICK: What I said was 
that the committee of inquiry with 
regard to the Lindley disaster was 
brought to my knowledge by Sir 


Evelyn Wood, and by me referred to Lord 
Roberts, who had not been previously 
consulted. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON : But even 
so, supposing that the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s predecessor Lord Lansdowne and 


the late Commander-in-Chief had come | 


to the conclusion that they might restore 
(General Colvile to his command at Gib- 
raltar without consultation with Lord 
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I suggest that the action of the right 
hon. Gentleman was absolutely unfair, 
and I submit that the right hon. Gentle 
man has failed to show any new facts in 
view of the decision which was arrived 
at by his predecessor and Lord Wolseley, 
who had a statement before them on 
which they acted, and which, so far as I 
know, is the only statement General 
Colvile has published with regard to 
this matter. No one can feel a higher 





Roberts, surely, if the Secretary for War | 
| pressions of these incidents from versions 


for the time being and the Commander- 
in-Chief for the time being had investi- 
gated the circumstances of an officer’s 
conduct and come to a decision upon it, 
there ought to be an end to the matter. 
How long was an officer to hold his 
command subject to the change of 
the political Minister at the War 
Office, subject to the review of a more 
vigorous and sweeping Secretary of 
State with reforms in prospect and a 
new Commander-in-Chief with different 
ideas of discipline? Without any intima- 
tion to him of anysort or kind, without any 
new charge being brought against him, 
that decision in his favour was cancelled, 
and he was withdrawn from the com- 
mand which he had been allowed to take 
up. The right hon. Gentleman was 
quite correct when he said that a new 
fact came to his knowledge, namely, the 
report of the inquiry in South Africa 
with regard to the Lindley disaster. 
Let us assume for a moment that the 
court in South Africa did investigate the 
cause of the Lindley disaster—that in- 
vestigation was behind General Colvile’s 
hack ; he was not there either personally 
or by representation ; there was no one 
to sift the evidence on his behalf, and no 
one to establish conclusions which might 
tell in his favour. Yet the right hon. 
Gentleman proceeds to act upon that 
teport without calling the attention of 
General Colvile himself to it or even 
sending him a copy of it. The action taken 
by the right hon. Gentleman in this case 
is an action taken upon the report of an 
inquiry at which General Colvile was 
not present, and he acted upon it with- 
out asking General Colvile whether he 


had anything to say with regard to it, * was published on his authority. 





respect for Lord Roberts than I enter- 
itain, but he is but mortal ; he was not 
| himself an eye-witness of the conduct 
fof General Colvile either at Lindley or 
Sanna’s Post. He only derived his im- 


given by others. Lord Roberts never 
pretended to have conducted any inde- 
pendent investigation at which General 
Colvile had an opportunity of being 
heard, and therefore the fact that Lord 
Roberts had formed this impression upon 
ex parte statements and evidence never 
submitted to cross-examination was not 
sufficient ground for the Secretary of 
State for War to review the action of his 
predecessors in removing him—General 


| Colvile—from his command. ix: 


The question rests, as I have said, upon 
this, that Sanna’s Post has never been a 
subject of inquiry at all, and with regard 
to Lindley there has been no inquiry at 
which General Colvile has been present, 
or with regard to which his defence has 
ever been heard. Let not our view be 
clouded by General Colvile’s unfortunate 
communication to the press. I am not 
here to approve or disapprove that action, 
it falls altogether outside the scope of 
this motion, because all the motion asks 
is that General Colvile’s conduct in 
South Africa, upon which his with- 
drawal from South Africa was founded, 
should be the subject of investigation. 
So far as the communication to the 





press is concerued, though it may be 
hlameable, there is a good deal to be said 
in extenuation of it. The action of the 
Secretary for War in regard to General 
Colvile's communication to the press 
only illustrates the arbitrary way in 
which the War Office acted even towards 
officers in high command. After that 
paragraph appeared in the newspapers 
General Colvile received a short letter 





from the War Office asking him whether 


He 
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was not invited to offer any explanation 
of the circumstances which might in 
some degree have extenuated his con- 
duct. He was simply asked if it was 
published by his authority. He replied 
in the affirmative, and then he was com- 
pulsorily retired, and his retiring pay 
permanently reduced. That may be 
right or it may be wrong, but before the 
War Office judges a man and metes out 
punishment to him, they ought to in- 
vestigate the circumstances under which 
his conduct took place. As my hon. 
friend said, General Colvile had received 
the greatest possible provocation ; he had 
received a letter from his superior in 
command that he must resign his com- 
mand forthwith and immediately return 
home. After thirty years brilliant. ser- 
vice in the Army, to be withdrawn trom 
his command and bade return by the 
next mail steamer because of action in 
South Africa months before, after a 
favourable opinion had been expressed 
vf his conduct by the War Office. was 
conduct calculated to provoke a man to 


Supply— 


an act which in calmer moments: he 
would not be guilty of. One must 
remember, too, that General Colvile 


was a half-pay officer, and he was en- 
titled to communicate with the 
and sit in this House and to stump the 
country and point out the mode in which 
military matters have been or are being 
conducted, and | say with regard to this 
matter, although his defence and vindi- 
cationgmay fail on inquiry, he ought to 
be allowed « hearing, and that the cir- 
cumstances ought to be investigated by 
the War Office and receive that con- 
sideration which they appear to warrant. 


press 


So much for that part of the 
case which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has made; but part of the 


case of the right hon. Gentleman has 
been abandoned. ‘The right hon. Gentle- 
man stated on the 21st of February 
that General Colville had been deprived 
of his command owing to inetticiency 
in the field. If the right hon. Gentleman 
meant to rely only upon the misconduct 
of General Colvile on the two occasions 
to which he referred [| understand his 
answer, but a very large proportion of 
this House are under the impression 
that Lord Roberts was expressing a 
general opinion with regard to 
General Colvile in connection with his 
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| capacity as a commanding officer. The 


| past record of General Colvile as regards 
South Africais that he has received on four 
occasions the commendation of his com- 
manding ofticer. First of all, at Belmont 
and Magersfontein. Despatches sent to 
Lord Wolseley by Lord Methuen _ both 
reer in complimentary terms to General 
Colvile ; next in regard to Paardeberg and 
Poplar Grove, he had the commendationo{ 
Lord Roberts himself. In that campaign 
General Colvile was mentioned favour- 
ably by his superiors on four occasions. 
There were these two blots, and in regard 
to those he has never been heard. No 
materials have ever been supplied to 
show the grounds of this action by the 
War Office, and all that General Colvile 
asks by this motion is that he shall have 
the satisfaction of knowing that his case 
has been heard, before his career in the 
public service is finally ended. The 
right hon. Gentleman has said that this 
remedy is useless to General Colvile, 


because he would be no_ better off 
after that inquiry has been held; 
that, in fact, he would be in a 
worse position than if he was con- 
demned unheard. That was always the 
view of the prosecution before the 
trial takes place, but it is no 


answer to a man who asks to be 
fairly tried to say so. At all events, 
that is a line which | hope we shall never 
follow in this country when a military 
case arises for consideration. That was 
the logic which influenced the French 
War Minister when the case of Captain 
Dreyfus arose, but by a British Minister 
of War no such argument can surely be 
put forward. All that General Colvile 
asks is that he may have the satisfaction 
of learning what the materials were 
upon which this action was taken, so 
that he may be able to put before the 
country the answer which he seeks to 
make to the accusation, | submit that 
it is a small requital for thirty years of 
brilliant public service to yield to an 
officer the small demand that his case 
'shall be heard before his condemnation 
| is finally recorded. 

| *Sm J. DICKSON-POYNDER (Wilt 
shire, Chippenham): In a portion of his 
remarks last night the right hon. Gentle- 
man stated that he was in favour of 
bringing officers before courts-martial, but 


‘ 


Mr. Lawson Walton, 
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that if the House of Commons is not pre- 
pared to accept the decision of such dis- 
tinguished officers as Lord Roberts, Lord 
kitchener, and Lord Wolseley, there is 
very little likelihood of their accepting 
the views of any subordinate officers. 
No one has a deeper and more profound 
respect for the opinion of such a dis- 
tinguished man as our Commander-in- 
Chief than myself, and in saying that I 
believe I am echoing the opinion of every 
one in this House; but at the same time I 
cannot help feeling with the hon. Member 
who has just sat down that when the case 
of a very distinguished general, who for 
the last thirty years has given distin 
vuished services to thecountry, is brought 
before the bar of public opinion it should 
not be subjected to individual opinion, 
but should go through all the military 
machinery possible for the law to give. 
It has been clearly shown that in the case 
of General Colvile, judging from the 
view of courts-martial, there has not been 
a complete case presented on the side of 
General Colvile, and in coming to a 
decision like that which the Commander- 
in-Chief has arrived at they have come 
to it not through hearing evidence on 
both sides, but by hearing the evidence for 
the prosecution only. 


There is no better instance of this 
than in the case of the Lindley dis- 
aster and Sanna’s Post. It is upon the 
Lindley affair that General Colvile 
has been condemned practically to 
expulsion from the Army. [ was not 
an officer in General Colvile’s column, 
nor in the 13th Yeomanry; [I was not 
actually on the spot when the matter 
occurred, but 1 was next door to it. I 
was an officer in Lord Methuen’s column, 
which came with great, but, untortu- 
nately, not sufficient, despatch to try. 
to relieve Colonel Spragge’s Yeomanry. 
From the remarks of the right hon. | 
(rentleman last night one would have 
thought that Lord Methuen’s column 
being at Kroonstadt and General Colvile s | 
between Lindley and Heilbron, and 
inessages being sent to both, they were 
cach in a position to proceed, and that 
Lord Methuen’s column did proceed, with 
the greatest possible despatch, to the; 
relief of Colonel Spragge’s Yeomanry at 
Lindley. That, however, is not the tact. | 
The fact is that sitting at Kroonstadt as we | 
were, after a very tedious march through 


{12 Marcit 1901} 


Army Estimates. i370 


‘the whole of the western portion of the 


Orange River Colony, we had not been 
therefor more than thirty-six hours before 
an order came to Lord Methuen to pro- 
ceed with the greatest despatch to the 
relief not of Colonel Spragge, but of 
General Colvile. The House might have 
supposed that General Colvile, moving 
aimlessly and quietly along to Heilbron, 
received a message that Colonel Spragge 
was in dire distress and yet refused to 
return. But the case is that General 
Colvile immediately he left Lindley was 
attacked most severely for two days by a 
large Boer force, so much so that a 
lessage was sent to Lord Methuen to 
follow the Heilbron road to assist General 
Colvile. Therefore, when the latter re- 
ceived the message from Colonel Spragge 
he was in an extremely difficult position 
himself. General Colvile and Lord 
Methuen were each in command of a 
column, but it is as well to scrutinise 
how those columns were composed. 
Lord Methuen was in command of a 
column of 1,200 mounted men with 
several guns and a brigade of infantry, 
while General Colvile when he left Lindley 
was in command of a column consisting 
only of a brigade of infantry and fifty 
mounted men, with possibly a battery of 
artillery and two naval guns. It is diffi- 


‘cult for the House to appreciate the posi- 


tion, but anybody who has been in South 
Africa will bear me out that such a force 
as General Colvile’s was altogether in- 
adequate to go through that extremely 
difficult country when opposed by a 
large body of Boers. The artillery itself, 


‘useful and indispensable as it may be, is a 


great encumbrance to a general going 
through such country, and a force of 
considerably more than fifty men was 
needed to adequately protect the guns 
alone. Three days after Lord Methuen 
arrived at Lindley he was ordered to pro- 
ceed to Heilbron, thus going through 
much the same country as General 
Colvile had traversed, but, in epite of his 
much larger force, Lord Methuen for 
two days met with severe opposition 
from the Boers. It was most difficult 
country to operate in; without an ade- 
quate supply of cavalry it would be very 
hard for a force to get through, and 
practically impossible for a brigade of 
infantry to attempt any turning move- 
ment against the enemy. My conten- 
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tion is that in the interests of a distin- 
guished general the case is really worth 
sifting. General Colvile may have been 
wrong not to return to Lindley, but at 
any rate he has a very good answer for 
not so doing in the facts I have described. 
I may be presumptuous in making a 
remark upon a military point, but this is 
worth considering. Had General Colvile 
decided to return to Lindley, what would | 
have happened ? There were 2,000 Boers 
around him. The moment he attempted 
to retire with his inadequate force, the 
Boers, as we have seen in several in- 
stances, would have become much more 
venturesome, and he would have had the 
greatest possible difficulty in finding his 
way back. If he had succeeded in getting 
back, he would have found an immense 
force of Boers surrounding Colonel 
Spragge, and it is quite a question 
whether, with the force at his disposal, 
General Colvile would have been able to 
relieve the Yeomanry. 

My only reason for rising was to bring 
this point before the House, because in 
these matters a little local colour is | 
needed. When Lord Methuen’s force | 
arrived at Lindley and found that 
Colonel Spragge’s column had surren- 
dered, the general opinion was against 
General Colvile. But after we had 
proceeded to Heilbron and had _ the 
opportunity of appreciating the local | 
incidents, circumstances, and difficult 
conditions under which General Colvile 
had laboured between Lindley and Heil- 
bron, I am prepared to say, perhaps not 
the universal, but certainly the prevalent | 
opinion in Lord Methuen’s column was 
that General Colvile was absolutely 
exonerated from all blame with regard to 
the Lindley surrender. There is at any | 
rate a sufficiently good case for a thorough | 
investigation. Therefore, though it is 
with the greatest reluctance I have risen, | 
recognising the public obloquy and dis- | 
grace under which a general with such a | 
distinguished past has been placed, with- | 
out, in my judgment, having had due; 
consideration or a proper opportunity of | 
defence, I feel under the circumstances | 
I must associate myself with the hon. 
Gentleman who has moved this motion. | 
My right hon, friend says that the prac- | 
tice of introducing these questions into 
the House of Commons may militate 
against the discipline of the Army. | 
Sir J. Dickson-Poynder. { 


Su ppl y— 
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‘have no such fear. 
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I rather believe if 
you are to have discipline on its surest 
basis it must be built upon the most 
equitable and just foundations, and it is 
because I feel that, whether General 
Colvile is right or wrong, there has not 
been the fullest investigation of all the 
circumstances which surround this 
matter, and of the difficult conditions in 
which that general was placed, that I 
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associate myself with the motion before 


the House. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present. House 
counted, and, forty Members being found 
present—— 


CoLoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.) said 
that when he read in the newspapers of 
the dismissal of General Colvile from his 


‘command at Gibraltar, he thought that 


he must have behaved very badly indeed, 
because if half-a-dozen men had_ been 
ordered to go and shoot the general it 
would have been a punishment but very 
little more severe than that of dismissing 
him from the Service without trial and 
practically without inquiry. When he 
read General Colvile’s statement in the 
press he came to the opinion that he had 
a good deal to say for himself, but that it 
could not possibly be true, otherwise he 
would not have been dismissed. He 
was, therefore, greatly astonished to find 
on the previous evening that General 
Colvile had spoken within the truth, 


/and that the only difference of opinion 


was as to whether he was eighteen or 
twenty-three miles from Lindley. The 
affair at Sanna’s Post revealed the weak 
spot in the staff administration. The 
staff were very badly informed. The 
Boers were much stronger and more 
mobile than the staff fancied. When 
this country was last engaged in a big 
campaign—at the time of the Peninsular 
War—there was a Quartermaster’s De- 
partment, which looked after the march- 
ing of the troops, settled the routes, and 
generally saw that the general’s ideas 
were carried into effect. That Depart- 
ment was now practically abolished. 
There was a Quartermaster General, 
but he was little more than a com- 
missariat officer. There was no specialised 


‘staff to look after the marching and 


location of the troops or the general 
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ERRATUM. 


12th March, 1901.--Colonel Nolan (page 1374): Delete from the word “trouble,” 
in line 29, to the word “honour” in line 33, and substitute: “If the conduct of 
anybody had to be investigated, it was his conduct that should have been investigated 


by a court-martial. 


It must, however, be most distinctly understood that he 


imputed nothing against the honour of Colonel Spragge.” 


staff by throwing the blame on the 
system. At Sanna’s Post the staff left 


the right flank in a very weak position, 
and that the Boers were very strong was 
proved by the ease with which they swept 
Colonel Broadwood in. That their 
strength was unknown to the staff was 
shown by the very weak force which 
guarded the waterworks, the 
retention of the waterworks was essential 
to the health of Bloemfontein. From 
the debate of the previous evening one 
who had read nothing about the matter 
would have supposed that General Col- 
vile was, In some indirect way, mixed up 
with the disaster at Sanna’s Post, and 
had somehow lost guns, prisoners, horses, 
and men. The tact was that General 
Colvile was nowhere near the place and 
had nothing to do with Colonel Broad- 
wood at the time the were ex- 
perienced. As soon as General Colvile’s 
troops were felt to be near, the attack on 
Colonel Broadwood and so far 
as concerned the main purpose for which 
General Colvile was sent out, the object 
was achieved. As to saving the guns, it 
was impossible tor an infantry force to 
overtake fully-horsed artillery, and even 
if they could have caught them it would 
have been a matter of a very few minutes 
for the Boers to have destroyed the guns 
and left them mere 
steel. 

He contended that General Colvile did 
everything he was able to do in order to 
save General Broadwood at Sanna’s Post, 
and that he exercised a proper discretion 
in not following an ambuseading force of 
Boers into a spruit in a time of tropical | 
heat. In his judgment the staff did not 
[FOURTH SERIES. ] 


because 


losses 


ceased, 


masses of useless 


VOL. XC. 


sense In leading »VUU men by themselves. 
If Colonel Spragge’s message had stated 
that his force was in danger of being 
destroyed, then General Colvile might 
have decided to return at all hazards to 
try to save him. It was said that the 
Yeomanry were summoned by a_ false 
message, but if so how were they sum- 
moned, and how did Colonel Npragge 
act on such a message ? Colonel Spragge 
in his opinion was the man who should 
have gone through all this trouble, and 
should have been brought to a court- 
martial. Ii this were done he did not 
think Colonel Spragge would get out of it 
with honour. Why they had_ fastened 
upon General Colvile was difficult to 
understand. He should be very much 
astonished if the debate in the House 
did not produce a very great effect upon 
public opinion in favour of General 
Colvile, who had served the country very 
honestly and bravely as a general. He 
obeyed all his orders and saved Colonel 
Broadwood at Sanna’s Post, and he 
brought his force safely through a difficult 
country, although he was not able on 
every occasion to rectify the errors of his 
staff. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) said it was 
the exception which generally proved 
the rule, and in this case the exception 
was the speech of the hon. Baronet. 


whilst the rule consisted in the 
impossibility of imagining a court 
of appeal more unfitted than the 


Commons to sit as a 
This House could 


House © of 
military tribunal. 


not be worse constituted to form a 
decision upon a military question like 
3C 
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tion is that in the interests of a distin- 
guished general the case is reel 


Supply— 


aise in surrounding Colonel 
Spragge, and it is quite a question 
whether, with the force at his disposal, 
General Colvile would have been able to 
relieve the Yeomanry. 

My only reason for rising was to bring | 
this point before the House, because in 
these matters a little local colour ‘is 
needed. When Lord Methuen’s force’ 
arrived at Lindley and found that 
Colonel Spragge’s column had surren- | 
dered, the general opinion was against | 
General Colvile. But after we had’ 
proceeded to Heilbron and had_ the 
opportunity of appreciating the local | 
incidents, circumstances, and difficult 
conditions under which General Colvile | 
had laboured between Lindley and Heil- 
bron, I am prepared to say, perhaps not | 
the universal, but certainly the prevalent | 
opinion in Lord Methuen’s column was | 
that General Colvile was absolutely | 
exonerated from all blame with regard to | 
the Lindley surrender. There is at any | 
rate a sufficiently good case for a thorough | 
investigation. Therefore, though it is 
with the greatest reluctance I have risen, | 
recognising the public obloquy and dis- | 
grace under which a general with such a | 
distinguished past has been placed, with- | 
out, in my judgment, having had due}1 
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have no such fear. T reth-- | © 


wnt NOLAN (Galway, N.) said 
that when he read in the newspapers of 
the dismissal of General Colvile from his 


‘command at Gibraltar, he thought that 


he must have behaved very badly indeed, 
because if half-a-dozen men had _ been 
ordered to go and shoot the general it 


would have been a punishment but very 


little more severe than that of dismissing 
him from the Service without trial and 
practically without inquiry. When he 
read General Colvile’s statement in the 
press he came to the opinion that he had 
a good deal to say for himself, but that it 
could not possibly be true, otherwise he 
would not have been dismissed. He 
was, therefore, greatly astonished to find 
on the previous evening that General 


| Colvile had spoken within the truth, 


and that the only difference of opinion 
was as to whether he was eighteen or 
twenty-three miles from Lindley. The 
affair at Sanna’s Post revealed the weak 
spot in the staff administration. The 
staff were very badly informed. The 
Boers were much stronger and more 
mobile than the staff fancied. When 
this country was last engaged in a big 
campaign—at the time of the Peninsular 
| War—there was a Quartermaster’s De- 
partment, which looked after the march- 
ing of the troops, settled the routes, and 


consideration or a proper opportunity of | generally saw that the general’s ideas 


defence, I feel under the circumstances | 
I must associate myself with the hon. 
Gentleman who has moved this motion. 
My right hon, friend says that the prac- | 
tice of introducing these questions into | 
the House of Commons may militate | 
against the discipline of the Army. | 


Sir J. Dickson-Poynder. { 


were carried into effect. That Depart- 
ment was now practically abolished. 


'There was a Quartermaster General, 


but he was little more than a com- 
missariat officer. There was no specialised 
staff to look after the marching and 
location of the troops or the general 
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conduct of the war, and in the absence of | 


such a specialised staff the general staff 
had to discharge those duties. The 
Germans had such a body of ofticers. 


There had been many failures during the 


war in consequence of the bad condition 
of the staff--—- 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. 
must keep to the question of General 
Colvile. 


COLONEL NOLAN explainéd that he 
was trying to prove that General Colvile 
was a victim of the bad staff. That to a 
ertain extent was admitted, and he was 
attempting to relieve the members of the 
staff by throwing the blame on the 
system. At Sanna’s Post the staff left 
the right flank in a very weak position, 
and that the Boers were very strong was 
proved by the ease with which they swept 
Colonel Broadwood in. That their 
strength was unknown to the staff was 
shown by the very weak force which 
guarded the waterworks, the 
retention of the waterworks was essential 
to the health of Bloemfontein. From 
the debate of the previous evening one 
who had read nothing about the matter 
would have supposed that General Col- 
vile was, In some indirect way, mixed up 
with the disaster at Sanna’s Post, and 
had somehow lost guns, prisoners, horses, 
and men. The fact was that General 
Colvile was nowhere near the place and 
had nothing to do with Colonel Broad- 
wood at the time the were eXx- 
perienced. As soon as (reneral Colvile’s 
troops were felt to be near, the attack on 
Colonel Broadwood ceased, ' 


because 


losses 


and so far 
as concerned the main purpose for which 
General Colvile was sent out, the object 
was achieved. As to saving the guns, it 
was impossible for an infantry force to 
overtake fully-horsed artillery, and even 
if they could have caught them it would 
have been a matter of a very few minutes 
for the Boers to have destroyed the guns 
and left them mere 
steel. 

He contended that General Colvile did 
everything he was able to do in order to 
save General Broadwood at Sanna’s Post, 
and that he exercised a proper discretion 
in not following an ambuseading force of 
Boers into a spruit in a time of tropical 
heat. In his judgment the staff did not 
[FOURTH SERIES. | 


masses of useless 
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do their work well on the right flank 
at that time ; they undervalued De Wet’s 
forces, and the staff did not like the 
prospect of an inquiry into the affair at 
Sanna’s Post. Sir Evelyn Wood never 
alluded to Sanna’s Post, and General 
Colvile was not dismissed for that mistake. 
The which General Colvile 
received from Colonel Spragge at Lindley 
was not a very urgent message, and the 
Yeomanry, besides, appeared to have been 
summoned by a false message, which, 
in some way not explained, was not in 
cipher. Any common sense man would 
have ordered General Colvile to have 
stayed at Lindley for a day until the 
men rallied, and there was no common 
sense in leading 500 men by themselves. 
If Colonel Spragge’s message had stated 
that his force was in danger of being 
destroyed, then General Colvile might 
have decided to return at all hazards to 
try to save him. It was said that the 
Yeomanry were summoned by a false 
message, but if so how were they sum- 
moned, and how did Colonel Spragge 
act on such a message 7 Colonel Spragge 
in his opinion was the man who should 
have gone through all this trouble, and 
should have been brought to a court- 
martial. Ii this were done he did not 
think Colonel Spragge would get out of it 
with honour. Why they had tastened 
upon General Colvile was difficult to 
understand. He should be very much 
astonished if the debate in the House 
did not produce a very great effect upon 
public opinion in f General 


Ssce 
Message 


favour of 
Colvile, who had served the country very 
honestly and bravely as a general. He 
obeyed all his orders and saved Colonel 
Broadwood at Sannas Post, and he 
brought his force safely through a difficult 
country, although he was not able on 
every occasion to rectify the errors of his 
staff. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) said it was 
the exception which generally proved 
the rule, and in this case the exception 
was the speech of the hon. Baronet. 


whilst the rule consisted in the 
impossibility of imagining a court 
of appeal more unfitted than the 
House of Commons to sit as a 
military tribunal. This House could 
not be worse constituted to form a 


deeision upon a military question like 
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this, and it ought not to be asked to 
form such a decision. Whether from the 
point of view of Members of this House 
or the Service, this was a most important 
and grave question, and he begged the 
House not to run away from the main 
point at issue, which was not whether 
General Colville was to be dismissed 
from the Army, but whether he was 
entitled to a court-martial or a court 
of inquiry. That was the wording 
of the resolution, and it was only a 
minor point that night as to his mili- 
tary conduct. He agreed with the hon. 
Baronet opposite, that ultimately, as a 
last resource for the military discipline of 
the Army, this House should be referred 
to, but before came before this 
House they should be threshed out by 
evidence at a military court of inquiry, 
and then the verdict of this House could 
be asked for. To say that they were in 
a position to debate this question from 
the point of view as to whether an 
officer was efficient or not was quite a 
mistake. He took the view that the 
Army system of such condemnation as 
inthe present case was wrong. Every 
officer before dismissal was entitled to 
the same justice which a private soldier 
was entitled to, and which he had a 
right to demand. 

During the five years he had been in 
the House no less than at least four eases 
presenting the same features as this one 
had come before the House. He would 
not recall them at any length. There 
was an unspeakably painful case in 1896, 
in which a gross crime had been con- 
doned and an injustice had been done. 
and where no court of inquiry had been 


cases 


held, and it was brought up in the 
House on account of that reason. the 
House giving most unfortunately a 


distinct party vote on what was in no 
way a party question. The following 
year there was another case in connection 
with the disbandment of a Volunteer bat- 
talion, where had there been a court of 
inquiry by the military authorities the 
matter would never have come before the 
House of Commons. In the year betore 
last he himself brought up a very paintul 
case where an officer had been denied 
an inquiry, and this preyed on him so 
much that his mind was unhinged and 
the unfortunate man committed suicide. 
It was imperative that the House should 


Mr. Pirie. 
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guard itself against the repetition of such 
cases by insisting that in all such cases 
a court of inquiry or a court martial 
should be held. In this case the Govern- 
ment were shrinking from publicity, while 
General Colvile courted it. He would 
not go into the military aspect of the 
question, but he thought this man 
should have a fair trial, and his defence 
in vindication of his action should be 
heard, and more especially so in view 
of the condoning of General Colvile’s 
conduct to a great extent by his reap- 
pointment toGibraltar on his return from 
South Africa. He regarded the eommuni- 
cation made to the press by General Colvile 
as indefensible and subversive of all 
military discipline. He could not be 
oblivious of the fact. however, that 
General Colvile considered himself, and 
legitimately so, in his opinion, to be on 
half-pay when he issued his statement to 
the Another palliation of that 
action was to be found in the unhappy 
precedents which were set by other 
British generals who had come from 
South Africa, and whose first object on 
reaching home seemed to be to let their 
views be known to the press. There 
was the case of Sir Charles Warren and 
of others who communicated their views 
to the In palliation 
General Colvile’s action the very fact of 
leakage of statements regarding him 
from the War Office must have been 
very trying in his particular case, and 
this matter should receive strict investi 
gation from the Secretary of State for 
War. <A great parade of leniency had 
been made by the right hon. Gentleman 
in dealing with General Colvile, and he 
said he had acted out of consideration 
for this general and had let him down 
lightly. He accepted the statement, but 
he considered that a brave man {did 
not want leniency but wanted justice. 
There was naturally a desire on the 
part of the House that there should 
be no leniency and no favour shown 
when they remembered the — great 
disasters which had happened in South 
Africa, but all they should ask them 
selves was whether this man was getting 
fair play and justice. In granting a 
court of inquiry they would be adopting 
a severer course than the Government 
themselves had adopted, and yet they 
would be acting in accordance with the 
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views of the Secretary for War himself, 
for he had already stated that he was in 
favour of bringing an officer before a 
court martial whenever it was possible. 
Why was it not possible in this case ? 
He hoped the Gevernment would see 
that justice was done to General Colvile. 
The Secretary of State tor War said he 
had no assurance that if there was a 
court-martial the House would accept 
its verdict any more than the present 
decision. But if the decision of the 
court-martial came before the House it 
would come with the evidenee for and 
against it, and that was a very different 
thing. 


Mr. BRODRICK: What would happen 
if. atter hon. Members had read the 
evidence, their opinion was different to 
that of the court-martial ! 


*Mr. PIRIE said that in such a case 
the House would be in a very much 
better position to judge. It must be 
plain to everybody that after a fair trial 
by a court-martial, naturally the House 
would not differ nearly so readily with 
the decision of such a court as it would 
with the decision of one officer, no matter 
how highly placed. The right hon. 
Gentleman had said that he would not 
vield to favouritism or to backdoor in- 
fluence. He thought this showed a loss 
of a sense of what was seemly and right. 
that the Secretary for War should think 
it necessary to take credit for such action 
as that ; it was on a par with his famous 
statement that no high appointments for 
service in the field were to be made but 
of men of tried capacity in war: that 
any other system should have existed 
reminded one foreibly of the analogy of 
China. already alluded to in another 
place. He had also stated that if ap- 
pointments in the field were undesirable 
tor certain men, then appointments at 
home for the same men were also unde- 
sirable. He would remind the right hon. 
Gentleman it was only too well known 
that there were already certain appoint- 
ments which had been made at home and 
given to generalswho had left South Africa 
heeause their appointments in the field 
were considered undesirable, and that 
what was wanted in all cases was stern 
even-handed justice and nothing else. 
The Secretary for War made a very just 
point against his conduct being called 
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into question, seeing that he was called 
upon to act on the advice of high mili- 
tary authority. He agreed with that 
view, but for this very reason he urged 
more strongly than ever a court-martial 
in this case, as such cases would con- 
stantly recur and continue coming 
before this House, to the detriment of 
discipline in the Service so long as the 
present system of arbitrary dismissal 
existed. He begged to support the 
Amendment of his hon. friend. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): Those who have not them- 
selves had any actual experience of war 
may have some difficulty in under- 
standing in what way the occurrence 
of a disaster may affect the character 
of a general responsible for it. I would 
like, so far as | may be permitted to do 
so, to clear that difficulty out of the way. 
Hon. Members asked, very naturally, why, 
if a certain general was removed for 
this disaster, a certain other general 
should not be removed for that disaster, 
and indeed why all generals should not 
be removed for all disasters? War is a 
game with a good deal of chance in it, 
and, from the little | have seen of it, 
I should say that nothing in war ever 
goes right except occasionally by accident. 
The fact of a suecesstul or an unsuccessful 
action being fought does not appear to be 
any accurate measure of the capacity or 
military character of the general ofticer 
who was in command. It is quite 
possible that in an unsuccessful action 
a general may show qualities of courage 
and for which there would 
otherwise have been no scope. General 
Broadwood, for instance. was responsible 
for the command of the convoy at Sanna’s 
Post. Such, however, was his bearing 
and conduct, and the high reputation 
which he had held and which he still 
holds in the Army, that after the dis- 
aster at Sanna’s Post, General Broad- 
wood’s position was even more secure 
than betore—he was even more trusted 
by his superiors and his men. On the 
other hand, there are general officers 
who have been responsible for no particu- 
lar disaster, but who even in their success. 
or | should perhaps rather say their 
immunity from failure, have gained a 
most unenviable reputation. General 
officers or officers in high command in the 
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Army ought not to be broken merely 
because they are responsible for dis- 
asters, but only if those disasters throw 
a light on their inecompetency — or 
inefficiency. When it is known by a 
competent superior officer that an officer 
is not a good officer, though he was not 


Supply— 


responsible for any disaster, there may 
he good grounds for removing him 


from his command, or appointing him 
to another command. 
We have listened to two very effective 
one from the hon. and 
Member for South Leeds, who 
the question 


speeches 
learned 
put the legal aspect of 


as powerfully as it could” be put, 
and the other from the hon. and 
gallant Member tor North-West Wilts, 


who made a contribution to the debate 
which was most striking, from the fact 
that it came from one who had personal 
experience of these events. The hon. 
and learned Member for South Leeds 
has put the legal aspect of the question ; 
but soldiers are not lawyers, and their 
methods will not always bear the strict 
scrutiny of those who have given their 
life to the study of the law and the study 
of words. So long as the 
satisfied of the motives by which military 
officers have been actuated, it ought not 
to lay too great stress on technical or legal 
detail which nav appear to have been 
neglected. The substance of the charge 
against General Colvile is the . case of 
Sannas Post. There may have been 
occasions betore Sannas Post—Il do not 
say there were—when the conduct of 
that gallant ofticer did not give entire 
satisfaction. But it is upon Sanna‘s 
Post almost entirely that the rights and 
the wrongs of this question stand. 
I venture to say that a more damning 
ease than the one laid by the Secretary 
for War before the House last night, on 


House is 


the subject of Sanna’s Post—if the 
representations and statements were 
correct — was hardly ever preferred 


against a general officer in this House. 
The hon. and learned Member for South 
Leeds has disputed the facts. If it 
came to a question of balancing the 
evidence, | am much inclined to pin my 
faith to the decision come to by Lord 
Roberts. As to the Lindley affair. | 
wrote a long time ago to the War Office 
giving my humble opinion, having 
personally collected information on the 


Mr. Winston Chirehill, 
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spot. If the Lindley affair had been the 
only case against General Colvile, that 
would not have been worth pressing, 
but it must be considered together with 
the affair of Sanna’s Post. These affairs 
had a cumulative aspect which rendered 
them much more significant. They were 
complicated, difficult, and — technical 
matters, and we must trust to the men 
on the spot. In this case the military 
expert on the spot was Lord Roberts, 
who has been trusted, not in vain, in the 
greatest crisis of our history, with the 
largest army we have ever sent beyond 
the seas. 


The hon. and learned Member for 
South Leeds made a point against the 


Government, which I feel is a very 
legitimate and valid point. He said, if 
it be true that General -Colvile made a 
fault, why was it that the official despatch, 
published since, did not make any refer- 
ence to that faultor point out the blame he 
incurred ? Perhaps it will not be entirely 
agreeable to many of my friends on this 
side of the House if I say that I have 
noticed in the last three wars in whieh 
we have been engaged a tendency among 


military officers—arising partly from 
good nature towards their comrades, 


partly from the dislike of public scrutiny 

to hush everything up, to make every- 
thing look as fair as possible, to tell what 
is called the official truth, to present 
a version ot the truth which 
about seventy-five per cent. of the actual 
article. So long as a force gets a victory 
somehow, all the ugly facts are smoothed 
and varnished over, rotten reputations 
are propped up, and officers known as 
ineapable are allowed to hang on and 
linger in their commands in the hope 
that at the end of the war they may be 
shunted into private life without a 
scandal. On whom does the responsi- 
bility for the continuance of the system 
rest! When Lord Roberts went out 
to South Africa he struck out a new and 
true line. The truth, the whole truth. 
was to be told to the country frankly 
and fairly. The House will remember the 
publication of the Spion Kop despatches 
and the reception that that publication 
met with from hon. and right hon. Gen- 
tlemen opposite. That settled the policy 
of candour in military matters, for some 
months to come at any rate. That is 
why the despatches contained no in 
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criminating matter in regard to General 
Colvile. General Colvile was retained in 
his command, but it was reduced ; he 
was put in the second line, placed prac- 
tically, if not actually, in an inferior 
position to a general a very long way his 
junior in rank—General Ian Hamilton. 
It was no doubt thought he would be able 
to get out of the matter without any 
scandal or disturbance arising. But at 
length it became impossible to keep up 
appearances any longer. At length the 
crash came. Lindley was piled on 
Sanna’s Post, there was a stormy inter- 
view, the Ninth Division was broken up, 
and its commander returned to England, 
complimented certainly, cleared in the 
despatches, but ruined for ever in the 
tield. It seems to me it does not lie in the 
mouths of those who attacked the Govern- 
ment so vehemently in respect to the 
publication of the Spion Kop despatches 
to complain that now, and since that 
occasion, a very judicious discretion and 
diplomatic reticence has been practised 
by the War Office and the military 
authorities. There is some apparent 
misconception as to the method of 
removing officers from the Army, and 
that is because there are two ways of 
doing the thing. In the first place. there 
is the process of a court of inquiry and 
court-martial, and in the second place, 
there is the process of selection. Suppose 
an officer has committeed no specific 
fault, but it is a matter of common know- 
ledge that he is an incapable officer, would 
it be right that that ofticer should be 
given the command of a large body of 
troops! Surely it would be wrong to 
employ such an officer in time of peace if 
he was not thought good enough to 
employ in time of war. I have always 
been an enthusiastic advocate of selection, 
for | hold most strongly that the more 
nearly we can make our methods of pro- 
motion in the Army approximate to the 
methods employed by business firms, the 
more efficient the Army will be and the 
less soldiers we would have killed and 
captured in time of war. 


Lord Roberts and the right hon. 
Gentleman did not care to take the 


responsibility of appointing an officer 
to a peace command when he had 
just been found unfit for an im- 
portant command in the field of war. | 
understand that hon. Members opposite, 


{12 Marcu 1901} 








1382 


Army Estimates. 


including the hon. and learned Member 
for South Leeds, differ from that view. 
and think it is an improper and vicious 
mode of procedure. Their argument is 
that once General Colvile was appointed 
to the command in Gibraltar anything 
that had happened in South Africa was 
condoned. But what about the brigade ? 
Were 3,000 British soldiers forming the 
efficient part of the garrison of our 
greatest Mediterranean fortress not to be 
considered ? Had they not a right to 
expect to be commanded by as good an 
officer as those best qualified to judge 
could get? Of course some reasonable 
assurance of fixity of tenure must be 
given to subordinates ; but the para- 
mount principle which must be held 
before our eyes is that the Service exists 
not for the benefit of individuals, but only 
for the advantage and security of the 
State. Under the process of selection 
mistakes are made and. unwittingly, 
injustice done : but the process is at work 
not only inthe Army, but in every branch 
of commerce, in every walk of life, and it 
is nowhere more essential and more vital 
to efficiency than in the military service. 
We have to look no further than the 
House of Commons to see the principle 
of selection working in all its glory. We 
know that sitting around there are 
Members just as able, just as conscien- 
tious, quite as intelligent. as any who now 
adorn the Treasury Bench, but no one 
would think it worth while to urge the 
claims of anyone who has not been pre- 
ferred. Selection is the only hope for 
increased efficiency in the Army, it is the 
only way in which we can prevent the 
upper ranks being clogged with incapable 
men. ‘The principle of selection is 
challenged, and would be destroyed 
if a Commission were appointed in 
this case, I have been told bya 
distinguished general officer that, in 
consequence of the outery which has 
occurred, already several persons against 
whom it had been proposed to take steps 
have been screwed back into their places. 


‘In regard to the selection of officers, the 


House ought not to interfere in any 
particular instance except for grievous 
reason. Personally, | have no hesitation 
in expressing my firm support of the 
attitude of the Secretary of State for 
War, and I exhort the right hon. Gentle- 
man, not only for the sake of the Army, 
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Army. 


and that officers 
Army. 


were urging this 


Crovernment. 


Colvile at this time 
before the authorities. 


ency in the Army. 


took exception. 
had stated that when 


that they were not 


between 12 and | 


Broadwood ; and_ that 


Mr. Winston Churchill. 


Supply- -- 


removed 
o clock ; that the 
troops with General Broadwood were 
still in touch with the enemy ; that firing 
was¥still going on; that 
made to come into touch with General | 


{COMMONS} 


but also in the interest of the House, not 
to budge an inch from the position he has 


Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) said he 
entirely endorsed every word which had 
fallen from the hon. Member for Oldham 
on the question of the efficiency of the 
Every Member of the House 
was with him when he said that what 
we had to do was to secure that efficiency, 
should 
from the best men in the ranks of the 
It was not because he and his 
friends took any other view that they 
enquiry 
The point at issue was 
not the question of selecting proper 
officers, but whether they were to give 
a man who was charged with a specific 
want of efficiency in his duty on evidence 
which he had not had an opportunity of 
testing, the chance of having the evidence 
placed and tested before a properly con- 
stituted military tribunal. 
mistake had occurred or not had nothing 
to do with the question. 
that more efficiency would be secured 
if a rule was laid down 
who was in the position of General 
should have an 
opportunity of putting his case plainly 
That in no way 
controverted the view of securing eftici- 


be selected 


upon the 


Whether a 


He contended 


that a man 


It had been said that the whole of the 
indictment against General Colvile rested 
upon Sanna’s Post, which was the damag- 
ing point against General Colvile. 

‘ being so, it became necessary to deal with 
some detail in regard to that affair. Cer- 
tain specific statements were made by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary of 
State for War, to which General Colvile 

His right hon. friend 

General Colvile 

arrived at Bushman’s Kop at 11 o'clock 
the guns had not yet been moved off ; 


That 


until 


no effort was 


ste} s were 


taken to find out what General Broad- 
wood wished General Colvile to do. The 
facts¥of the case as stated by General 
Colvile were that he arrived at Bushman’s have entailed serious loss on his troops. 
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Kop about 11.15 a.m.; that firing had 
ceased with the exception of two guns 
which were firing from a position held 
by the British troops; that when his 
aide-de-camp arrived at Broadwood’s 
position he found that that General had 
formed up his troops; that they were 
out of touch with the enemy and were 
absolutely safe; and that, as a matter 
of fact, the engagement had 
The problem which General Colvile had 
to face was not that of giving assistance 
to General Broadwood’s troops, but 
that of seeing whether he could secure 
the guns. General Colvile having arrived 
at Bushman’s Kop, a high elevation 
from which he could survey the country 
with effect, he invited General Broad- 
wood to come up and take a survey of 
the country. with the idea of securing 
the guns. General Broadwood did not 
come. General Colvile, after surveying 
the country from Bushman’s Kop, 
and giving his troops refreshments, de- 
cided to move on Waterval Drift. The 
Secretary tor War told the House last 
night that one of his brigadiers advised 
General Colvile to advance straight upon 
the Waterworks in order to recover the 
guns. But his hon. friend did not tell 
the House, what was stated by General 
Colvile, that his other brigadier, (reneral 
Smith-Dorrien, gave the opinion that 
General Colvile was perfectly right to 
advance on Waterval. After he had 
moved on he received a heliogram from 
Lord Roberts stating that the enemy 
would be in the spruits. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: What was the 
hour at which that heliogram was sent ! 

Mr. YERBURGH : The message was 
received at 3.38. 
*Mr. BRODRICK : 
afterwards. 

Mr. YERBURGH said that was not 
the point—that General Colvile having 
arrived at Bushman’s Kop, and finding 
the troops under General Broadwood 
were perfectly safe, was faced by the 
problem of how to recover the guns. 
He decided that the right way was to 
take the Waterval Drift, for the reason 
that between him and the Modder River 
there were two spruits to be crossed, 
which he believed to be occupied by the 
Boers, and the taking of which would 
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In the other route there were no spruits 
to cross, and General Colvile thought 
that if he could cross the Modder at 
Waterval Drift he would be able to seize 
a point which would give him a com- 
manding position. That was the decision 
at which he arrived, and that decision 
was supported by his brigadier general, 
Smith-Dorrien, and it was the very 
decision which was afterwards suggested 
by Lord Roberts in his heliogram. 

The right hon. Gentleman had said that 
General Colvile had left the men he had 
heen sent to assist without any assistance, 
but as a matter of fact. judging from the 
orders sent by the Chief of the Staff, 
General Colvile was not sent to assist 
General Broadwood at all; it was not 
true that, as alleged, he went ** blundering 
about the country.” In proof of this con- 
tention the hon. Member read extracts 
from the despatches and from a letter 
written by a prisoner, and said that if the 
cavalry had arrived as promised General 
Colvile would have been in a position to 
launch them against the enemy. Who 
was responsible for the disastrous delay 
in the arrival of the cavalry?) That was 
a matter for inquiry, but they must not 
in the meantime place the blame on the 
head of General Colvile. If that 
mander had been properly supported he 
might have dealt a blow at the Boers, 
and probably have recaptured some, it 
not all, of the General Colvile 
made his report to Lord Roberts. whose 
reply was, * You have made an excellent 
march, and it is rather a pity that I did 
not send you the day before.” It was 
pertectly obvious that had General 
Colvile been sent the day before the result 
would have been very different. He 
would have arrived in ample time to 
assist General Broadwood. Nothing more 
was heard about the matter until about 
ten days afterwards, when General 
Colvile heard that Lord Roberts was 
very angry with him, because he was 
held responsible for the loss of the guns. 
He at once wrote to him to say he was 
not to believe any idle rumours, but if 
he had any complaint against him he 
should make it to him personally. For 
ten days after Sanna’s Post no charge 
whatever was made against General 
Colvile, the soundness of whose judgment 
was demonstrated. 

In conclusion 
said that he 


coli- 


a 2 
guns. 


Member 
the 


the hon. 
had put before 
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'House various points that commended 
themselves to him as an outsider. So 
far as he could do so, he would assist 
his right hon. friend against any corrupt 
influence. He had no personal ac- 
quaintance with General Colvile until 
being asked to look through the Papers 
he did so, and, thinking General Colvile 
had a good case, he supported it in the 
public interest. With regard to Lindley 
there were two questions to be considered 
—first, whether he was right in going 
back at all; and second. whether he 
was able to go back. The second ques- 
tion had never been put to the House 

(until it was brought forward by the hon. 
Member for the Shipley Division, who 
told the House that it was not possible for 
General Colvile to go back to the assist- 
ance of the Yeomanry. The telegram 
from General Colvile fully described his 
position, and the question was, Would 
he have been justified in going back ? 
His right hon. friend said this was a small 
point. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: If I might inter- 
rupt the hon. Gentleman, I did not say 
it was a small point. I am afraid | must 
have been misheard in the gallery. 
What I did say was that it was more a 
point to be left to military men. 


Mr. YERBURGH said this was an 
illustration of the disadvantage of the 
discussion in the House instead of the 
inquiry asked for. General Colvile had 
received direct orders to be at certain 
places on certain days, and naturally 
supposed he was taking part in a com- 
hined movement. Was he, at the bid- 
ding of a party of Yeomanry of whom he 
knew nothing, to turn back and perhaps 
sacrifice the result of a great movement ? 
Hon. Members were not competent to pro- 
ounce an opinion on such a question ; it 
was a question for military Judgment. The 
court of inquiry reported at Lindley, 
apparently, adversely to General Colvile, 
but before that court Colonel Spragge 
was defendant, not General Colvile ; 
and it appeared to him that the right 
course to pursue when the court excul- 
pated one man and inculpated another 
man was to hold another inquiry for 
But the right 


trying the other man. 
hon. Gentleman did not do this; he 
took the verdict of the court, before 


which the other man had no chance of 
appearing, the evidence of which he 
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did not know-—-he took that as estab- 
lishing the case. It appeared to him 
that the right hon. Gentleman entirely 
denied the right of General Colvile to 
establish his defence. If Colonel Spragge 
had the right to be heard, why not 
General Colvile?) At the court of in- 
quiry his hon. friend said there was the 
evidence of certain generals whom he 
named. 

Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL said 
that he never mentioned the names of 
any officers who gave evidence: all he 
said was that Lord Roberts could have 
availed himself of the evidence of three 
distinguished general officers whom he 
had mentioned by name. 


Mr. YERBURGH said that if he had 
in any way misrepresented his hon. 
friend he apologised. What he would 
like to know was who were called to 
give evidence before the court of inquiry, 
and, after the speech of the hon. Member 
for Chippenham, whether any of the 
relief column of Lord Methuen were 
called?) Who were the people who gave 
evidence? They did not know. General 
Colvile did not know. and he had no 
means of knowing. He had practically 
been tried by a court before which he 
had not appeared. The hon. Member 
asked the House to understand that he 
did not wish the hushing up of charges 
against any officer. Let the charge be 
openly made, and put the man on his 
trial. He heard the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Secretary of State for War say 
the other night that he was in favour 


Suj ply— 


of courts-martial. He asked nothing 
more. Give a court-martial. and that 


would satisfy every shade of opinion in 
the House. 

*Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs): We have heard excellent 
speeches on both sides of the House. and 
Lam reluctant to intervene in this debate. 
But there are one or two points to which 
I should like to call attention. The 
question of Lindley has been dealt with 
by the hon. Member for the Chippenham 
Division in a speech in which he put for- 
ward a powertul claim for the trial of 
General Colvile; and the question of 
Sanna’s Post has been effectively dealt 
with in the speech to which we have 
just listened, and also in the interesting 
speech of the hon. Member for Oldham, 


Mr. Yerburgh. 
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in which he gave us his own experience. 
In reply. I should like to say we 
are not here engaged on a question of 
holding a trial upon efficiency. It is a 
question of holding a trial for alleged 
inhumanity and callousness shown by 
a general in the field. who is accused 
of not going to the relief of others 
when he had the opportunity of doing 
so. That is really the charge, and it 
is upon that we hold that an 
inquiry should take place. As to the 
principle of selection, there is no principle 
that I should adhere to more myself, 
but this is not a question of selection. 
General Colvile had been appointed to 
the command at Gibraltar, having been 
sent home from South Africa. He was 
reinstated there by the Commander-in- 
Chief. There is therefore before us ho 
question — of was for 
Sanna’s Post, | have always heard, that 
General Colvile was * broke.” but the 
inquiry into that incident has. I believe, 
been wholly inadequate to enable him 
to state his defence. It is upon that 
ground that I maintain a court-martial 
should have been held. I believe he has 
never vet had a fair opportunity of 
stating his case. 

I have noticed that everyone who has 
spoken in the last half-dozen speeches has 
disclaimed any acquaintance with General 
Colvile. It seems to be imagined by the 
Secretary of State tor War that hon. 
Members who have spoken in this case 
have been hounded on by “smart society — 
to put pressure on the War Office. I 
cannot say that | myself even know smart 
society. It is twenty years since | knew 
General Colvile. when we happened to 
be brother officers in the same regiment, 
and all I have seen of the ease are two 
notices in the one a statement 
which seemed to me to bear obvious 
signs of being an official record of the 
circumstanees under which General Col- 
vile was being recalled from Gibraltar, 
and the other a statement by General 
Colvile himself. I thought General Col- 
vile’s statement unpermissible. I thought 
the other statement as to the reason 
why General Colvile had been recalled 
from Gibraltar showed a leakage some- 
where at the War Office. It would not 
be difficult to trace where the leakage 
occurred. I think that was serious pro- 
vocation to General Colvile, and he also» 
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suffered considerable provocation in the: 
way he has been dealt with in having 


heen tried and retried for the Lindley case. 
[ am myself entirely against public in- 
quiries into these personal questions. The 
pledge given by the Government with 
respect to that was much too wide. I 
am quite prepared to support the Govern- 
ment if they could, by some more suc- 
cessful means than they adopted the 
other night, get clear ot their pledge. 
But what [ do think a safeguard against 
public inquiry is to have that system 
of courts of inquiry and courts-martial 
which the right hon. Gentlenian the 
Secretary of State for War so ably de- 
scribed the other night. A court of 
inquiry, which is seeret, should be held 
first. to be followed if by a 
eourt-nartial. The right hon. Gentle- 
man stated that a court-martial might 
be fatal to an officer. and therefore it was 
more humane to have a court of inquiry 
first. What could be more fatal to an 
officer than the course vou have pursued 
with respect to General Colvile ! After 
having two secret courts on the accused, 
trying him behind his back, and after re- 
fusing him a court-martial, where hecould 
defend himself, it is unfair to tell him 
that he would have been less well treated 
it he had been tried by court-martial. 
We all know General Roberts's kindness 
ot heart. I do not believe there is a 
kinder hearted man in the world, but 
to suggest that Colvile was 
more likely to get off easily in the way 
he has been dealt with than if he had 
heen tried by court-martial is, as T have 
suid, an unfair assumption. These matters 
should) be settled in the Army, by 
the Army, and by the Army alone. 
[(Cheers.] Hon. and right hon. Gentle- 
men cheer that, although they have 
given no opportunity for military trial in 
this case. I take part in this discussion 
with great reluctance. I do not know 
that I have ever undertaken a more 
distasteful duty than the present one. | 
think, after the services Lord Roberts 
has rendered to the Empire at a time 
ot the greatest emergency, there could be 
no more ungracious task than seeming 
to dispute a decision at which he has 
arrived. It is because I believe that I 


necessary 


‘ 
(reneral 


un following the path of justice in this 
matter that I support the plea of my 
hon. friend. 
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There is one matter to which I should 
like to refer for a moment, and that is 
the various insinuations made against 
General Colvile, which from my know- 
ledge of him [ do not think fair. The 
right hon. Gentleman last night said— 

**T will say, first, that Lord Wolseley by no 

means exonerated him when he allowed him 
to go back to Gibraltar. Lord Roberts stated 
that, in his opinion, on two occasions in the 
field General Colvile had shown a want of 
forwardness, of enterprise, and of sound 
judgment which are essential qualifications 
fora command. He considered that in twice 
leaving a body of cavalry in difficulties he set 
an example which, if rollowed, would be fatal 
to an army in the field. Other circumstances 
had come to Lord Roberts’s notice in which 
General Colvile’s relations with his sub- 
ordinates and the absence of sufticient control 
and supervision in his command, were such as 
to seriously impair the contidence which troops 
should have in their leaders.” 
I have received one or two letters, which 
I should like to read very shortly, and it 
I am challenged I shall give the names 
of the officers by whom they were 
written, but I shall not mention them 
unless IT am challenged, because | do 
not consider it desirable to bandy about 
names here. An officer who was by 
General Colvile’s side in all his hottest 
engagements during the war has writ- 
ten to him expressing indignation at 
what has taken place about him in this 
House. He says- 

“Tf ever there was a lihel it was in the 
word ‘inefficiency.’ I can only tell you that 
we and your statf had the most absolute con- 
fidence in you if it came to a tight place, and 
| think it will be allowed that your statf are 
the people to judge.” 

It has been said that there was cowar- 
dice on the part of General Colvile, and 
although my hon. friend the Member 
tor North-West Lanarkshire asked about 
that matter. the charge has not been 
repeated here. I have heard it in every 
possible form, and I mention it merely 
because | think it has very much preju- 
diced General Colvile’s case in the general 
estimation. An officer who served under 
General Colvile wrote that every man 
who had been with him under fire could 
testify to the absolute absurdity of the 
charge. Another officer who was with 
General Colvile at Belmont, Magersfon- 
tein, Paardeberg, and Poplar Grove, said 
he had never hesitated to go where the 
bullets were flying thickest. He wrote: 
that no one could have been more cool 
under musketry fire, and he could not 
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believe that such a base slander could be 
brought against a brave man. I feel 
entitled to read these letters. I will only 
repeat that General Colvile has not had 
a fair opportunity of defending himself. 
I cannot see how in a quarter of an 
hour’s interview with Lord Roberts, 
although I have no doubt the 
against him was tersely put, he on his 
part could have sufficient time to make 
his defence. I do not dispute for a 
moment the unrivalled capacity of Lord 
Roberts and other generals for investi- 
gating cases of this kind, but the question 
iis whether they knew all the facts. Both 
as regards Lindley and Sanna’s Post the 
decisions of the officers who judged the 
cases were come to on imperfect evidence. 
General Colvile’s removal from the 
command at Gibraltar was. under 
the circumstances, wrong. If General 
‘Colvile cannot prove his case before a 
court-martial, let him be disgraced and 
let him suffer all the penalties you can 
put upon him. We have endeavoured 
to give the reasons why he should have a 
trial. We appeal with confidence to hon. 
Members. I do not believe that any 
lover of British fair play can be altogether 
deat to this appeal. I am quite aware 
that this motion is not a thing to be 
lightly undertaken, but under the circum- 
stances in this case it had to be done, 
and | theretore cordially support the 
motion of my hon. friend the Member 
for North-West Lanark. 

THe FIRST LORD or tur TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.) : IT can well understand that the hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down and my 
hon. friend who has spoken on this side 
of the House in the samme sense are ani- 
mated by nothing but the desire to see 
what they describe as fair play being 
carried out in the case of General Colvile. 
Nothing Ishall say in the course of the 
few remarks I shall address to the House 
will impugn the motives with which 
they have acted. I believe those motives 
to be wholly disinterested ; and if I take 
a different view from that which they 
take, if I even go the length of saying 
that the policy which they advocate, if 
carried out, would impair the functions 
of this House and destroy the Army, it is 
not because I in the least question the 
excellence of their intentions or their 
desire in this case to see justice done, 


Mr. Munro Ferguson. 


case 
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quite irrespective of persons or parties: 
What have we been asked to do by 
several hon. Gentlemen, some of them 
very good friends of mine on this side of 
the House, in the course of yesterday's 
and to-night’s debate? We have been 
asked to constitute ourselves into an 
amateur court tor the purpose of deciding 
on various difficult and delicate questions 
of fact. | No. no.”] 1 hear loud cries 
of dissent trom that view. If that is not 
true, all | can say is that most of the 
speech of my hon. friend the Member 
for the Inee Division, the whole of the 
speech of the hon. Gentleman opposite, 
the whole of the speech of my hon. friend 
the Member for Chester, and the whole of 
the speech of my hon. friend the Member 
for Chippenham, though — excellent 
speeches in themselves. were entirely 
beside the point, because they dealt 
wholly and solely with questions of 
strategy. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman read the notice of 
motion ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : | hope the hon. 
and learned Gentleman will allow me to 
answer the speeches. [ shall come to 
his speech directly. He also joined the 
crowd of amateur strategists, though 
he imported into his speech in addition 
the distinct flavour of the lawyer. 1 
am now dealing with the speeches that 
have made, and very excellent 
speeches they were. I listened with 
great admiration and pleasure to the 
speech, among others, of my hon. friend 
the Member for Chippenham. What 
was the substance of that speech, excellent 
though it was! He narrated admirably, 
as | think, his own experiences over the 
field of operations. His defence of 
General Colvile consisted in the demon- 
stration, or attempted demonstration, 
that when General Colvile refused to 
attempt to relieve the Yeomanry at 
Lindley he was forced into that course 
by strategical and tactical considerations 
which showed him that. had he attempted 
the task, he would have attempted the 
impossible, with the natural result not 
improbably that he also would have had 
to surrender with his brigade in addition 
to the Yeomanry who ultimately under- 
went that disastrous fate. I am_ sure 
my hon. friend will not think that I 
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have misinterpreted the main considera- 'Gentleman, in 


tion of his speech. 

*sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER : I only 
brought that forward as a point for the 
detence, and as a case for inquiry. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Precisely ; my 
hon. friend and I are entirely agreed. 
My hon. friend brings forward these 
strategical considerations, as other hon. 
Gentlemen have brought them forward, 
to show that there was a strong prima 
facie case which required the intervention 
of the House, in order that there might 
be a court-martial or some other form 
ot inquiry. Is that accepted? |Hear, 
hear.| Very well. Then this House 
is to resolve itself into a grand jury 
on questions of strategy, in order to 
say whether there is——— [Cries of 
* Agreed.”"| Perhaps hon. Gentlemen 
will allow me to speak. This House is 
to resolve itself into a grand jury in 
order to determine whether or not the 
case should go to a common jury in the 
shape of some military court of inquiry 
which is to reverse or endorse, as. it 
thinks fit, the verdict the Commander- 
in-Chief has come to. What does that 
mean! It means that this House of 
Commons is to be a court of supervision 
over all questions of promotion in the 
Army. There have been numberless 
officers superseded in the way in which 
General Colvile has been superseded. 
They have not the means he possessed 
of bringing their cases before the House. 
But if General Colvile is to have the 
right to occupy two nights debate in 
order to consider whether the Com- 
mander-in-Chief is or is not justified in 
the course which on his responsibility 
has been adopted, why is this House 
not to take equal cognisance of the cases 


of even the humblest of those men who in 


the ordinary course of promotion have 
been thought unfit for higher commands 
and have been superseded by those who 
were otherwise their juniors? I said 
just now of the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Leeds that, in addition to 
the position of amateur strategist, which 
he had adopted in common with many 
other Members of the House in the 


course of the debate, he has added to 
his speech a strong flavour of the lawyer. 
I said that in no disparagement to the 
great profession to which he_ belongs, 
but in the distinct belief that the hon. 
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common with many 
other Members, has fallen into the ex- 
traordinary blunder of supposing that 
in the action taken in regard to General 
Colvile there is some analogy, it may be 
distant, but real, to the action a court 
of law takes when it condemns a criminal 
for some offence which he has com- 
mitted. I think it is conclusive proof 
that I have not misrepresented the hon. 
and learned Gentleman when I say he 
has fallen into this legal blunder. The 
hon. and learned Gentleman actually 
suggested the Dreyfus trial as affording 
some parallel to the action taken by the 
Commander-in-Chief. What was the 
Dreyfus trial? Of the merits of it I do 
not pretend to know anything. but it 
was a criminal trial for a criminal offence, 
held before a court recognised by the 
law. and dealing with a man charged 
with a breach of trust. 

Mr. LAWSON WALTON : Dreytus 
was tried for a purely military offence by 
a purely military court. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not say 
he was not tried by a military court. | 
said he was tried by a court recognised by 
the law fora crime. and the crime was 
treason and betrayal of confidence. I do 
not know whether these were the techn 
cal phrases. 

Mr. LAWSON WALTON: He was 
tried as a spy, for communicating military 
information to the disadvantage of his 
own country. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I suppose the 
hon. and learned Gentleman is a great 
authority on criminal matters. [am not. 
But I should have thought that to betray 
the secrets of your country to a foreign 
Power was a crime, and that a man. tried 
for that before a court recognised as a 
legal court, was tried for a crime before 
a court. At any rate, I am trying to 
make it intelligible to the House. | 
venture to say there is no analogy what- 
ever, even of the most distant, remote. 
and shadowy kind, between trying a man 
either for betrayal of trust or for treason. 
as was the case with Captain Dreyfus, and 
trying a man on a specific charge like 
cowardice, which may well happen on 
certain occasions in war; and discretion 
must surely be vested somewhere in 
deciding who are competent persons for 
That is the 
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real point which the hon. Gentleman, 
misled by his great legal training and 
position, has entirely failed to see. It is 
not a question whether General Colvile 
was guilty of a crime, or could be brought 
court-martial on a specific 
charge. The question, and the whole 
question, is whether he showed himself by 
his action in South Africa to be an officer 
who ought to be placed in a position of 
great military responsibility in the Army 
of this country. And who is to judge of 
that? Is it to be the Commander-in- 
Chief. or is it to be the amateur strate- 
gists guiding this House / [ think the 
hon. and learned Gentleman himself, 
certainly other hon. Gentlemen, pointed 
out that a case of a sort could be made out 
for every action that General Colvile took, 
either in retusing to assist the Yeomanry 
at Lindley, or in refusing to communicate 
with General Broadwood, or in refraining 
from action during all those critical 
hours after Sanna s Post. Of course. For 
what action in this world will not some- 
hody be found to find an ingenious 
excuse If It comes to discussion / 


before a 


The point, and the only point. we have 
to determine to-night is this: Are we the 
hest tribunal. or the only tribunal. to 
discuss military appointments in_ this 
country. or ought the responsibility. of 
judging the competence of officers to be 
left with those who them 
actually at work, and who know, as only 
those on the spot can know. whether 
they have risen to the height of the great 
responsibility which has been entrusted 
tothem ? I should like to ask the House. 
Do they think that we in this country 
err by too great severity in our judgment 
ot military officers in the field! Is it our 
practice to judge too harshly of their 
performances / Do we allow too little 
for the inevitable failure which. of course, 
must occur even to the best officer? Do 
we attach too small a value to the claims 
of seniority?) Who will answer that 
series of questions and will not agree with 
me in saying that if we have erred in the 
past, if we are likely to err in the future. 
it is not by excessive severity. but by 
excessive leniency ! Those responsible 
for the conduct of the war have been 
denounced in the last eighteen months 
for the failure of this general. for the 
incompetence of that general, for the 
folly of this appointment. for the un- 
Mr. A. J. Balfour, 


have seen 
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justifiable character of the other appoint- 
ment. And yet. Sir, as soon as the 
Commander-in-Chief ventures to touch a 
man who has at his command some 
influence with the press or with the 
House. a storm of indignation rises and a 
flood of turgid criticism is poured forth 
which, unless we are prepared to show 
that. in the words of the hon. Gentleman, 
it is the Army which is to judge these 
Army questions, will not only lead this 
House into an interminable series of 
profitless debates. but will undermine 
and destroy the discipline of the Army. 

Are we to have an Army? That isthe 
real question here. One of the proposals 
of my right hon. friend the Secretary for 
War, in his great speech on Friday night, 
was that at the head of the ariny corps 
of this country should be placed only 
those officers who, in the opinion of ¢om- 
petent military judges, were officers who 
could lead those army corps in the field 
should the oceasion arise. | do not know 
what criticisms are to be passed on my 
right hon. friend's scheme as a whole: | 
will not anticipate them, but this I say, 
that on that particular part of the scheme 
no criticism will be passed from = any 
quarter of the House. And vet how 1s 
that scheme to have even the shadow ot 
a hope of success if the Commander-in- 
Chief, after seeing an officer at work. is 
not to be allowed to pronounce an opinion 
upon that man’s competence for high 
military office? The thing surely does 
not bear argument. Gentlemen who 
support this motion are asking for a trial 
in a case which is not a case for a trial at 
all. It is a ease in which a judgment of 
the competence or incompetence of a 
man can only be reached adequately in 
military as in private life by an impartial 
examination into a multitude of details 
which cannot be embodied in a distinct 
proposition, which cannot be formulated 
as charges or excuses. but which, never- 
theless. as we all know. are the real 
grounds upon which we form our esti- 
mate of a man’s power or incompetence 
to carry out the duties entrusted to him. 

Mr. YERBURGH : I desire to point 


out that the Lindley judgment is the 
result of a trial. 

Mr. A. J. 
friend is mistaken. 
case in its true light. My hon. friend the 


BALFOUR: My hon. 
I have really put the 
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junior Member for Oldham, in his most 
able speech to-night, hit the nail exactly 
on the head when he said that this was a 
question—to quote a phrase that is some- 
times used and sometimes abused—of 
managing publie affairs on business prin- 
ciples. As my hon. friend pointed out, 
what would the head of a great firm say 
if the promotion of a subordinate could 
never take place or never be refused 
without a formal trial—without the 
charges being elaborately stated with all 
the pomp and circumstance of a hearing 
ina public court? The thing is absurd. 
That is not the way to judge competence 
or incompetence. That is the way you 
punish faults or crimes. But there is no 
crime alleged against General Colvile. 
What is alleged against him is that he has 
shown himself on critical occasions inca- 
pable of carrying out the duties which 
we expect of British generals in high 
places of command ; and the man who 
has expressed that opinion is the Com- 
mander-in-Chief. We have been told by 
almost every speaker on the other side 
that the Commander-in-Chief arrived at 
his Judgment without having heard what 
General Colvile had to say. That is 
entirely untrue. There is not a vestige 
of foundation for the statement. General 
Colvile had every opportunity, both in 
writing and speech, of bringing before the 
Commander-in-Chief his view of the 
military episodes in question. 

Me. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) : 


Was he told the charge against him ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have already 
told the House there was no question of a 
formal charge. The only question is, 
Was General Colvile a proper man to be 
put in command at Gibraltar or not 
[Several Hon. Mempers : Who put him 
there ?]: and was he—and this point 
came first—a proper man to be retained 
in high command in South Africa? Lord 
Roberts. the only proper and adequate 
judge of military questions of this kind, 
having had a full opportunity of hearing 
General Colvile’s statement, decided. in 
the first place. that General Colvile was 
not a proper ofticer to be retained in high 
command in South Africa ; and, in the 


second place. that the interests of the 
British Army would not be furthered by 
retaining him in’ high 
Gibraltar. 


command at ! 
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I venture to tell the House very 
respectfully that we have before us 


to-night a decision of far wider scope and 
far greater import than the treatment of 
any general officer, be he who he may. If 
the House were to decide. as I do not for 
a moment anticipate that it will, that the 
Commander-in-Chief in’ exercising — his 
discretion in this matter has been guilty 
of doing an injustice to an inferior, it 
would not only decide the particular case 
but it would lay down a permanent rule. 
governing our Army, that every case of 
promotion should be reviewed by the 
House. Every appointment which was 
not exactly in accord with seniority 
might be made the occasion of lengthened 
debate and division. I venture to tell the 
House that. if they come to a decision lik« 
that, the immediate result of disposing ot 
one particular Commander-in-Chiet and 
one particular Government, as they most 
certainly would dispose of them. would 
be the smallest and the most insignificant 
result of so fatal a decision, and they 
would for ever undermine and destroy 
the high discipline of the British Army. 
Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): There 
is one observation, and one only, in the 
speech to which the House has just 
listened. which. I think. will command 
universal assent. and it is this, that we 
are not engaged to-night in the diseus- 
sion of the merits of an individual ease ; 
for as regards the bulk of us General 
Colvile is an absolutely unknown person, 
in whose fortune and fate we have no 
reason to fake any interest whatever. 
and the interest which has been evoked 
by this debate on both sides of the House, 
and which is amply testified to by the 
crowded state of our benches. would 
never have been excited by a purely 
personal question; but it results from 
and is the expression of a belief that we 
are dealing here with a large question 
of administrative principle. The right 
hon. Gentleman-—I do not know whether 
he has read the motion—has strangely 
misconceived the proposition actually 
submitted to the House. He has repre- 
sented it as if it were a question of this 
House sitting in review as amateur 
strategists upon a decision of experts on 
a question of military discipline. If that 
were the proposition I should be the 
first to say — and I doubt whether there 
would be © dissenting voice—that no 
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more incompetent tribunal could be 
selected for the review or reversal of a 
question of military discipline than this 
House. The parties are not before it, 
the evidence is not before it, or, at least, 
it is only before it in a very imperfect 


and incomplete state. The tribunal 
itself is constantly shifting. We have 


not the advantage of the arguments 
which might be presented in a complete 
shape by either one side or the other : 
and just as I have often said, and will 
always say, that if it were a question, 
for instance, of reviewing a decision of 
the Home Secretary in a matter of 
criminal justice, no tribunal could be 
less well equipped than this House. so 
1 will say that, if it were a question of 
reviewing the decision of a military tri- 
bunal, we are absolutely incompetent to 
undertake the task. That is not the 
case here. 

Let me clear another mis- 
coneeption into which the right hon. 
Gentleman fell—namely, that the inte- 
rest which has been excited about this 
case—the genuine, deep-seated, wide- 
spread interest—is the result of some 
kind of social influence or social pressure 
exercised in behalf of an officer in high 
command, which would not have been 
felt or, at least, manifested in the same 
degree if it had been a humble officer 
or a member of the rank and file. Sir, 
I entirely repudiate that view. I do not 
care who it is, whether it isa field-marshal., 
a general, a colonel, or a private, if the 
House of Commons is satisfied, it prima 
facie evidence is brought before the 
House of Commons, that any man in 
His Majesty's service, whatever be his 
rank, has been deprived of the oppor- 
tunity of continuing to serve his country 
on insufficient evidence, or, what is more 
important, by a denial of the canons 
and rules of natural justice, it is the 
bounden and imperative duty of this 
House to interfere. The right hon. 
Gentleman asked the question. Where 
is the Army! Let me ask another 
question in return. Where is the House 
of Commons ! This is not a personal 
matter-—a question of General Colvile, 
of A, B, C, or D—it is a question whether 
or not in a specific case and upon specific 
evidence those rules which we always 
recognise, not as a matter of technical 
legal procedure but as the expression , 


Mr. Asquith. 


away 
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|of the natural instinct of justice, have 
in a particular case been observed. 

Let us come to the actual case which 
the right hon. Gentleman has dealt with. 
He referred to the decision of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief and the military autho- 
rities as regards the promotion or degra- 
dation or dismissal of a military officer 
on military grounds as not a matter 
with which this House would lightly or 
properly interfere. But what is the 
case before us! We have the case of a 
general ofticer—I do not lay any stress 


upon that—but an officer who ad 
mittedly has rendered great service to 


the Crown during a long and honourable 
career. In the course of this present 
war his name has been selected no less 
than four times by the Commander-in- 
Chief for special mention on the ground 
of distinetion in the field. That officer 


comes home. Certain charges are 
brought against him, which when they 


are examined resolve themselves into 
one accusation, in respect of one single 
incident—namely, the incident at Lind 
ley, because Sanna’s Post is an after- 
thought. [Several Hon. Mempers: No. | 
I say deliberately Sanna’s Post is an 
afterthought.  [Mr. A. J. Ba rour : 
No.| The right hon. Gentleman says 
‘No.’ I will read once more the letter 
from the Acting Commander-in-Chief, 
dated 16th December. It is addressed 
to an officer who had returned to this 
country in August, whose case had 
then been examined by the Secretary of 
State and by the Commander-in-Chief, 
and who, after the examination of his case 
by these, the only competent authorities 
able to pronounce on a matter of military 
discipline, had been formally reinstated 
in his command at Gibraltar. Having 
been at Gibraltar from September, on 
16th December this letter is written to 
General Colvile— 

“The Secretary of State having discussed 
by telegraph the instance of the surrender of 
No. 13 Imperial Yeomanry Battalion, concurs 
with Lord Roberts that you were mainly 
responsible for the surrender, and he has 
reluctantly come to the conclusion that you 
cannot be permitted to retain your command. 
I am directed to request you to hand in your 
resignation to General Sir George Ww hite on 
receipt of this and to quit Gibraltar. 

What does this mean? There is no 
allegation of general incompetence, which 
indeed would be sufficiently refuted by the: 
testimony of the Commander-in-Chief : 
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there is no allusion to Sanna’s Post. 
That is why I say that Sanna’s Post is 
a pure afterthought, brought in after 
the event to bolster up a decision. 
There never was a clearer case in which, 
upon the authority of the War Office 
itself, an officer was required to send 
in his resignation not on general grounds. 
but on one single and specific ground 

namely, the Lindley incident. Is that 
contradicted? [Several Hon. MeMBers : 
Yes.| The hon. Member for South 
Leeds in his admirable and convincing 
speech earlier in the evening pointed 
out as a reinforcement, W reintorcement 
were necessary—and | do not think it 
was—of that argument that, as lately as 
2 Ist February—less than a month ago— 
in this House the Secretary of State 
was questioned on this matter. The 
only incident to which he called attention 
and on which he based his decision was 
“the case brought to my notice in 
December last by the Acting Com- 
mander-in-Chief, Sir’ Evelyn Wood, on 
receipt of the finding ot the court 
of inquiry into the Lindley disaster.” 
Am [ not right therefore? This is not 
a party question ; 
general sense of justice in the House 
when I say that the reversal of the deci- 
sion deliberately arrived at and authori- 
tatively pronounced hy the Secretary 
of State and by the Commander-in-Chief 
in August or September last was based en- 
tirely [Several Hon. Mempers : No. | 
| do not understand that interruption. 
| have read the letter of the Acting 
Commander-in-Chief and the answer 
of the Secretary of State given in the 
House. It was based entirely and 
specifically on the Lindley incident alone. 

[am not an amateur strategist—I do 
not know anyone who is. All we have 
said isthat the evidence brought forward 
is such that in any other case or in any 
other walk of life it would entitle a man 
to demand an inquiry. But here is a 
general officer of great distinction who 
has taken part in the operations in 
South Africa. We have had these opera- 
tions presented to us in the authentic 
und authoritative account of the cam- 


paign since General Colville was super- | 


seded in Lord Roberts's despatches 
describing these events. Some reference 
has been made to his despatch about 


Sanna’s Post. and I leave it out of the | 


case; but I have read most carefully, 


but I appeal to the | 
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and read with an absolutely open and 
unprejudiced mind—I must in view of 
the insinuations which have been made 
add my disclaimer to the many others 
which have been put forward—having 
no kind of knowledge or acquaintance 
with General Colvile or the persons 
connected with him—the account given 


by Lord Roberts of the incident at 
Lindley. It was written two months 
after the event. It does not contain 


one word of censure of General Colvile’s 
proceedings on that occasion. The case 
of General Colvile is considered by the 
Secretary of State and the Commander- 
in-Chief, and all the information we 
may assume to be then available was 
brought before these authorities. He 
was deliberately reinstated in his com- 
mand. The Secretary of State tells us 
that in the early days of December 
the report of a court of 
inquiry. apparently a second or subse- 


he receives 


~quent court of inquiry. which had been 


held into the Lindley disaster, and on 
the strength of the finding of that court. 


j}and on that and that alone. this letter 


is written to General Colvile at Gibraltar. 

[ ask the House, disregarding techni- 
calities of procedure, to treat this matter 
as if it were a mere matter between the 
humblest civil servant and the State 
which employs him. Here is a man 
who has been acquitted, who has been 
reinstated, as to whom, after he has been 
acquitted and reinstated, a court of 
inquiry. held behind his back, at which he 
is not represented, of the evidence of 
which we have no knowledge whatsoever. 
for it has never been made public, of 
the charges preferred at which neither 
he nor we at this moment have any idea 
—and this man is told on the strength of 
the verdict of that court of inquiry 
that he is to be superseded, without 
having any opportunity whatsoever 
either of considering the evidence, of 
presenting his own case, or of submitting 
it to the review of any military tribunal 
whatever. [ do not think any man 
would dismiss a servant on the grounds 
| so stated. | express no opinion whatever. 
and have no opinion, as to whether 
General Colvile did or did not perform 
his duties as a general or an officer. 
either at Sannas Post or Lindley : 
_ but I do say this—and this is really the 
only point that interests the House of 
‘Commons—that when a general, having 
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performed ill or well—I care not which— 
his functions in the field—having been 
exposed to censure for the manner in 
which he has performed them, having 
had that censure carefully discussed. 
examined, and reviewed by the then only 
competent authorities in this country, 
has been reinstated in his post. he ought 
not, according to the rules of justice, 
the traditions of fair-play, and the prae- 
tice which prevails in every department 
of life— political, or business— 
in this country. to have that position 
reversed, that acquittal set aside, and 
the status into which he has been put 
taken away from him, without at least 
some opportunity of answering the new 
charges and discussing the evidence. 
That, and that alone, is my view of the 
issue before the House. It is not a 
question as to General Colville or any- 
body else, it Is not a question ot military 
discipline as against the jurisdiction ot 
the House of Commons—it is a question 
of whether in this specific case a man 
who has been acquitted upon a charge 

[Some Hon. Members: No.|]—ves, ac- 
quitted in the only way in which a man 
ean be acquitted, he was rein- 
stated in a position for which he would 
manifestly have been unfit if that charge 
had been proved against him 


Supply— 


social, 


hee ause 


*Vr. BRODRICK: I bee pardon : ] 
stated last night distinctly that he was 
not exonerated by Lord Wolseley from 


the charge. 
Mr. ASQUITH : 


finding. 


I suppose there was 
or anything on 
Was, We should he very 
glad to see it. All we know Is what Lord 
Wolseley did ; and if Gene ral Colvile was 
actually responsible either for the disaster 
at Sanna’s Post or tor the surrender of 
the Yeomanry at Lindley—if there 
even a prima facie case against him, he 
ought not to have been reinstated in his 
command at Gibraltar, and it is the most 
serious impugnument of the Judgment of 
both Lord Wolseley and Lord Lansdowne. 
It is not | who am responsible for aking 
it. but those who have succeeded them 
in office who make this” insinuation 
against them. ‘That is the simple issue 
before the House. It is not a question of 
censure or military discipline. It is a 
question of whether we ought to apply 
in the administration of the Army those 


Mr. Asquith. 


no verdict, or 
paper if there 


Was 
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principles of ordinary and natural justice 


to which every one of us would conform 
in the ordinary relations of life. For my 
part, having the very strongest view 
that this House is an unfit and incom- 
petent tribunal to revise the decisions of 
our military authorities, being one of 
those who would never either in civil or 
military matters countenance for a 
moment the establishment of what. | 
conceive to be an unconstitutional and 
revolutionary practice, and 
think that in the specific circumstances 
of this particular cases there is prima 
facie ground to believe that the ordinary 
rights of justice and fair play have been 
violated—-for that reason only I ask the 
House to accept the Amendment. 

THe SECRETARY of STATE ror the 
COLONIES (Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
mingham, W.): From the very 
but somewhat vehement speech to which 
we have just listened, I think it is clear 
that. in spite of what I thought was the 
lucid exposition of my right hon. friend, 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite does 
issue = h is before 


hecause | 


earnest 


not agree as to the 
the House. It is perfectly clear from his 
speech that we take a totally different 
us to the 


view from him matter which is 


now before us for decision. | was very 
glad to hear the right hon. Gentleman 
say that this was in no sense a party 
question. I hope that is the case, and | 


hope that the division may show it. But 
it Is a case which evidently has excited 
the greatest possible interest in the House, 
and that. perhaps. is not unnatural, 
for what is it that is at stake? In the 
first place. there is the position of a 
general officer of considerable reputation, 
of high position in the British Army. 


It is not his character that is at stake. 
No charge whatever has been made 
against that, but it is. no doubt, his com- 


peteney for high military employment 
a matter to him cf the intense 
concern, and in connection with which 


niost 


there would be always a natural svi 
pathy. But there is something else at 
stake. There is the character of the 


Government, so far as we have responsi 
bility for what has taken place ; there is 
the character of the Comoinander-in- 
Chief. [Several Hox. Members : Which 
one !| Let me call the attention of the 
House to the language which the right 
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hon. Gentleman has used. — He said that 
if we support the decision of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief we are false to the 
principles of ordinary and natural justice 
to which we should all conform in our 
private life. He has said that the incident 
of Sanna’s Post was brought in to 
holster up a decision arrived at 
different grounds. By whom does the 
right hon. Gentleman suggest that 
the incident of Sanna’s Post was 
brought in, to use his very strong and 
offensive language, to bolster up a deci- 
sion previously taken by the Commander- 
in-Chief ? [An Hon. Memper : By Brod- 
rick.| The right hon. Gentleman I do 
not think will say so; at all events, | 
defy him or his supporters to escape from 
the logical conclusion to be derived from 
his words. It is not my right hon. friend 
—who has told the House that he has 
acted upon an opinion given to him by 
the Commander-in-Chief—it is not he 
who brought in Sanna’s Post to bolster 
up a decision previously arrived at, and 
therefore hon. Members cannot refuse to 
accept the fact that in this issue which 
is now presented to the House it is not the 
character of General Colvile, but it is the 
character of the Commander-in-Chief 
which is involved. The right hon. 
Gentleman said no one would dismiss a 
servant upon such evidence as has been 
presented in the case of General Colvile, 

Mr. ASQUITH: Without giving him 
in opportunity of being heard. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : That does 
not touch in the least the point that I am 
going to make. He was heard—but that 
is not the point. No one, says the right 
hon. Gentleman, would dismiss a servant 
upon such evidence without giving him 
an opportunity of being heard.» Who 
dismissed him! The Commander-in- 
Chief. I say that throughout the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman—take it 
trom point to point—he asks the House 
to condemn the present Commander-in- 
Chief in order to exonerate General 
Colvile. 

| only bring that forward because | 
want the House to see the importance 
of the issue. The issue is this. It is 
independent even of the position of the 
present Commander-in-Chief. The present 
Commander-in-Chief was appointed with 
the full confidence of his countrymen 

VOL, XC, LPouRTIL SERIES. | 


(12 Marcn 1901} 


{ 


on ,; 


1406 


Army Estimates. 


to his present position, and almost 
his first executive act is criticised and 
questioned in this House by hon. Gentle- 
men who do not like being called amateur 
strategists, and on a question of military 
discipline this House is asked to condemn 
the Commander-in-Chief. As I say, it is 
not merelya question of the position of 
the present Commander-in-Chiet. Of 
course the result of such a decision as the 
right hon. Gentleman asks for must be 
evident and plain to the House ; no man 
with any respect for himself. no Govern- 
ment with any respect for itself, could 
submit to such a resolution and continue 
to hold their office. That is almost a 
platitude, and, of course, there are Mem- 
hers on the other side, although this is 
not a party debate, who would not be at 
all sorry to see that result. But that is a 


-Mmatter of small importance compared 


with the question how the British Army 
is in future to be organised and admini- 
stered. What is the position in which 
we stood a few days ago, before this debate 
was raised! Why, we were being criti- 
cised in every paper of the Opposition, 
and in some of our own papers, for too 
great leniency, for allowing men to re- 
main in command with the lives of 
soldiers depending upon their action— 
allowing them to remain after they had 
shown incompetency. Incompetency is 
a matter of opinion, and as long as we 
have a Commander-in-Chief it is the 


| opinion of the existing Commander-in- 
Chief, whoever he may be, that we have 


to accept as the final judgment. If the 
principle endeavoured to be established 
by the right hon. Gentleman were ac- 
cepted by the House, it would not matter 
which Government was in power or who 
was Commander-in-Chief—there is no 
Commander-in-Chief and no Government 
under those circumstances who would 
dare to dismiss any officer unless they 
were prepared to bring against him a 
charge of positive crime. If cowardice 


‘were alleged, if treason were alleged, it 


would, no doubt, be a simple matter to 
bring the accused person to trial and to 
punish him according to his deserts. 
But, as | have pointed out, incompetency 
is not a matter which can be brought to 
trial. Is a court-martial to try whether 
General Colvile is incompetent ! What 
is a court-martial?) It is a court con- 
sisting of ofticers lower in rank than 
3D 
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Lord Roberts, Sir) Evelyn Wood, and 
Lord Kitchener. Lord Kitchener. Lord | 


Roberts, and Sir Evelyn Wood have pro- | 
nounced their opinion that General | 
Colvile is not capable and ought not to be | 
again employed in high military office ; 
and we, forsooth, are to institute a court 
of appeal against the highest admini- 
strators in the Army, a court of appeal 
of their subordinates. — It me 
It is pertectly absurd, absolutely incon- 
sistent with all the criticism which we 
have previously heard from the party 
opposite. IT agree with my right hon, 
friend when he said that, if the House of 
Commons were to Pass a resolution of 
this kind. it would not only destroy the 
Government, it would not only secure | 
the resignation of the Commander-in 
Chiet. but it would destroy the British 
Army. 

Mr. DALZIEL: The speech of the 
right hon, Gentleman reminds me of a 
cartoon which was issued during the elec 
tions, called “ Hiding behind Bobs.” | 
This was not a party question until the | 
right hon. Gentleman rose to address the | 
House, but he appealed to the supporters | 
of the Government. and declared that if | 
the division were against them it would | 
settle the fate of the Government and of | 


seems to 
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|Government shirking an inguiry ! 


| Lindley affair. 


iin favour of 
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the Commander-in-Chief. The right hon. 
Gentleman has no business to make this 
a party question. The question before 
the House is not the question of Lord 
Roberts or of Sir Evelyn Wood. It is 
whether this House will grant an inquiry 
into the case of General Colvile. It the 
decision in his case be right. why are the 
How 
is it that every unofficial Member who 


has spoken from the opposite benches has 


differed as to the reason why General 
Colvile was dismissed ?) The hon. Member 
for Oldham said that the Lindley affair 
was no charge at all, and that it was for 


Sannas Post that General Colvile was 


dismissed, whereas another hon. Member 


said that he was dismissed because of the 
It seems to me that there 
isa case for inquiry, and | have no doubt 


if the House were allowed to exercise its 
‘free judgment to-night that it would be 


the Amendment. Every 
soldier has a right to have the opportunity 
of examining the evidence on which he is 
convicted, and therefore I will vote for the 
Amendment of my hon. friend. 


Question put, 


The House divided :- Aves, 262: Noes, 
148. (Division List No. 60.) 


AYES, 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manelvr) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
dalfour, Maj. K. R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C, T. 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beach. Rt Hn SirM. H.( Bristol) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 


Chamberlain, Rt Hn J. (Birm. | 
Chamberlain, J. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hn. ' 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady | Fitzroy,HonEdward Algernon 

| Compton, Lord Alwyne | 
Cook, Frederick Lueas 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) | 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir 


Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elhot,Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes,Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRohert Penrose- 


Austen(Wor’r 


1 
Thos. H. A. E. 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary(St. Albans) 
Godson SirAugustusFred rick 
Gordon,Hn J. E.( Elgin& Naim 
Gordon,MajE vans( l’rHmlets 
Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 


Charles 





Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bullard. Sir Harry 

Burns, John 

Batcher, John George 
Carlile, Wil iam Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


| Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 


Dewar, TR(T’rH mlets,S.Geo. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale.Sir JosephCocktield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred D. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 





Gorst, Rt. Hod. Sir JohnEldon 
(roschen, Hon.GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesbr’y 
Greene, SirE W(BrySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon Ivor Churchill 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 


Durnine- Lawrence, Sir Edwin | Hambro, Charles Erie 
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Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nd’ry 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, ¥. Leverton(Tynem’th 
Harwood, (reorge 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords. N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 
Herman-Hodge, Robt. ‘Trotter 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampst’d 
Hobhouse. Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hope, J. F.(Shet'ld Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, Capt.J.( Kent, Favers. 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel ,Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, James (Lancs., Bury 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Win. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. Win, Edw. H. 
Lee,Capt A H( Hants. Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Long,Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsm’th. ) 
Lyttleton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘ Arthur, Charles(Liverpool) 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, Janes A. | 
Maleolm, lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 


Abraham, Win. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allan,CharlesP.(Glou. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. HerbertH. 
Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 
Beaumont. Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. Jamex 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 
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Maxwell, RtHnSirH E( Wigt'n) 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M, 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J.Scott( Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, RK. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Day.J.(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin H. F. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


| Myers, William Henry 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer,Greorge Wm,( Reading) 
Paliner, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlingt’n 
Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, |Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
Ratclitia, R. F. 

eid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn. M.W. (Stalybridge 
Bidley,S. Forde (BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Repner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hn. Lione | Walter 

NOES. 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Cai marthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, Jolin A.(Inverness-sh, 
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Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Edw..J 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich( Leigh) 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-lNarr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward 'T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, A belH.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, 1C( North’ mb Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks. 
Smith. Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Win. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar ( Exeter) 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E.} 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay’. 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. \CE (Taunton 
Welby, SirCharlesG. E.( Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson. Fred W.( Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, John (Glaseow) 
Wortley Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham. Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander( Berks, E. ) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir Jobn P, 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, | ae 

Dufly, William J. 

Dunean, James H. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Enmunott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir Francis H. ( Maidst. 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
F french, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
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Foster, go Wiuter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. 7 Sir Henry 
Fuller, .J. a 
(ilhooly, J James 
(:ladstone, RtHnHerbertJolin 
(ioddard, Daniel Ford 
(rant, Corrie 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, — Murray 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 
Hayden, —— Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 


{COMMONS} 


M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M:‘Kenna, Reginald 

Sheen Charles Benjamin 
Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fredk.G. 
Mooney, John J. 

Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, J 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway.N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 
(Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 


Sinelair, Capt. 


Taylor, 


Thomas, J. A. 


Thomson, F. W. 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
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Roche, John 
Samuel, S. M. rthapel) 


. (Forfe urshire ) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHnCR(Northauts) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Theodore Cook 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, I. Freeman-( Hastings 
, Grower) 


(York, W.R.) 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John D. (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyee, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir John George 5. 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, (:eorge 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


O'Connor, T. 


(” Donnell, 


| Power 


Reddy, 


Main Question again proposed, * That 
Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair.” 
It being after midnight. the debate 
stood adjourned. 
to be resumed to 


Adjourned debate 


morrow. 


SUPPLY [2s7TuH Fepruary |. 


Resolutions reported : 


CIVIL SERVICES SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTI 
MATES. 1900-1901. 
Ciass I. 


1. * That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £5,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
vear ending on the 3ist day of March. 
1901. for the Houses of Parliament 
Buildings.” 

*That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £2,500, be granted to His 
Majesty. to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
vear ending on the 31st day of March. 
1901. for Expenditure in respect of Art 
and Science Buildings. Great Britain.” 

‘That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £2,000, be granted to His 


Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 


», (Liverpool) 
(Y Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
(Malley, William 

() Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J, 
Partington, Oswald 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

. Patrick Joseph 

P riestley, Arthur 

rorya! _— James 


Redwend, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, Willam (Clare) Mr. 
Roberts, Jobn Bryn (Eifion) | Mr. Gretton. 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JolnLawson(Leeds,s, 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wodehouse, Hn Armine( Essex 
Woodhouse SirJd T( Huddersf d 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrone 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 





TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Charles Douglas and 


year ending on the 31st day of March. 
1901, for Expenditure in respect ot 
Diplomatic and Consular Buildings.” 

* That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £7,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
vear ending on the 31st day of March. 
1901, tor the Expenses of the Post Office. 
and Post Office Telegraph Buildings in 
Great Britain. including Furniture, Fuel. 
and sundry Miscellaneous Services.” 

Resolutions read a second time. 

First Resolution : 

Motion made. and Question proposed. 

That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) referred to 
the various items of additional expendi 
ture in connection with the opening ol 
Parliament, and said that at every stage 
they would be resisted by Irish Catholics. 
Healso complained that adequate explana- 
tions of the sums required for the exten 
sion of electric lighting and the additional 
cost of fuel had not been given by the 
First Commissioner of Works. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare. 
KE.) understood that a Committee was to 
be appointed for the purpose of consider 
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ing how the accommodation of the House 
could be best used for the convenience of 
Members. Notwithstanding this. a sum 
of £1,900 was included in this Vote for 
alterations to the residence of the Clerk. 
It was very strange that such a sum 
should be put down, and he desired to 
know exactly how the amount was 
arrived at, how the money was to be spent, 
and to what purposes the residence of the 
late Clerk was to be put. He hoped they 
would have some more detailed informa- 
tion upon this point. The items in this 
Vote ought to attract the attention of 
British Members more than Irish Mem- 
bers, because at the opening of Parlia- 
ment by the King the Lrish Members 
were not anxious to go to the House of 
Lords. One of the principal reasons for 
this was that if the Irish Members had 
gone to the other House at the opening 
of Parliament they would have had their 
ears offended by the very unealled-for 


His Majesty with reference to the religion 
to which many of them belonged. He 
could not emphasise too strongly what 
took place on that occasion, and some 
arrangement might have been made to 
ensure that the proceedings between this 
and the other House might have been 
conducted in a manner which would 
not have been suggestive so much of a 
football secrummage. The Royal Gallery 
should have been reserved for Members 
of this House, but it was occupied by a 
large number of ladies, who no doubt lent 
an additional charm to the oceasion, but 
who were wrongfully occupying positions 
belonging to Members of this House. He 
wished also to call attention to the un- 
satisfactory way in which this House and 
the Press Gallery were ventilated. There 
were portions of the House where the 
heat was almost unbearable, and where 
there were draughts which were caleu- 
lated to give colds to hon. Members. 
There was an item for furniture in con- 
nection with the opening of Parliament 
under which hundreds and thousands 
of pounds had been spent, and as a 
representative of the people of Lreland, 
who had to pay their share, he objected to 
this Vote in toto. He hoped this matter | 


would be pressed to a division, for it was 
a perfectly monstrous thing that after 
two days and two nights of a long and 
exciting debate they should be asked to 
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sit there at that late hour to transact the 
most important business of Parliament. 
The Government had not the slightest 
hesitation in devoting two days and two 
nights to discussing the case of Genera! 
Colvile, but when the Irish Members 
attempted to devote a few hours to dis- 
‘cussing items of expenditure which 
affected their constituencies they were 
closured. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There is nothing 
about Irish Votes in this Estimate. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said his 
point was that Votes involving the ex- 
penditure of large sums of money should 
not be brought on at that time of night. 
[Ministerial interruptions.] He supposed 
hon. Gentlemen opposite wanted to call 
in the police again, but he could assure 
them that their interruptions would not 
deter him in the slightest degree from 
saving whatever he was inclined to say. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must address himself to the 
Chair and confine himself to the question 
before the House. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said _ he 
knew it was the proper thing to address 
the Chair, but when he was greeted in a 
disorderly fashion by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite he thought he was justified in 
appealing to the Chair to protect him. 
He agreed that the Vote did not apply 
particularly to Ireland, but he main- 
tained that inasmuch as Irish constituen- 
cies would be called upon to pay their 
share of the expense of this new furniture, 
electric lighting. and the rest of the ex- 
penditure incurred in the opening of 
Parliament. they were entitled to take 
that opportunity of objecting to the Vote. 
There was one way in which the First 
Commissioner of Works could. silence 
hint instantly upon this matter—-if he 
would tell hin: that no part of this expen- 
diture would be asked for from Ireland 
he would say no more ; but as long as he 
found that the Irish people were asked 
to pay any share of such money he 
should always object. So far as he was 
personally concerned, and as represent- 
ing his constituents who in their direst 
misery had aprealed time after time for 
help in vain, he would protest in that 
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House on every occasion against passing 
a Vote which he considered a wanton 
piece of extravagance. He recommended 
the First Commissioner of Works the 
next time he wanted to make prepara- 
tions for a show which at the best could 
last but an hour, to go to a first class 


cireus proprietor, who would do the whole ' 


thing at a fourth of the cost. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 
said that if there was to be a continuation 
of the debate the right hon. Gentleman 
had himself to thank for it on account of 
the way in which the Estimates had been 
drawn up and the want of information 
in regard to them. The only Members 
of the House who were discharging a 
most important duty to the taxpayers of 
the country were those who sat on the 
Irish benches, who had over and again 
endeavoured to extract from the right 
hon. Gentleman some explanation of the 
extraordinary manner in which the 
Estimates were presented to the House. 
They objected to this Vote because they 
had taken no part whatever in the cere- 
mony which attended the opening of 
Parliament. and £500 of the 
total Vote would be levied from Treland. 
That might seem to be a trifle, but they 
must consider the misery and poverty 
of Ireland under British rule. He was 
very much surprised that they did not 
vet more help from: independent Mem bers 


because 


in critising the proposals of the Govern. | 


ment, who were increasing the taxation 
He had taken no 
He had stood in 

representatives 


by leaps and bounds. 
part in the ceremony. 
the lobby when the 
rushed past and hardly escaped injury in 
the scrimmage or the football match— 


*Mn. SPEAKER: Order. order! There 
is a rule against the tedious repeti 
tion by a Member of arguments of 
himself or others. The hon. Member 
is repeating almost word for word the 
speeches of the hon. Members who pre- 
ceded him. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL said he was not 
responsible for the utterances of hon. 
Members who preceded him. He was 
endeavouring in his own humble way, 
not perhaps so eloquently or ably as 
others. to express his opinion on this 
matter, and really he hoped he would 


Mr, William Redmond. 
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not be out of order in giving expression 
to what he saw in the lobby of the un 
seemly rush on that occasion. He eom 
plained because the right hon. Gentleman 
had given them no particulars. They 
were asked to provide seats for ladies, 
which were to be paid for by poor women 
who lived in mud huts and who were 
looked upon by these ladies as Hottentots 

at least they had been taught to be- 
lieve that by the Prime Minister. They 
did not protest with bated breath and 
whispering humbleness, and so long as 
they were compelled to contribute to this 
Vote they were quite entitled to discuss 
every incident connected with that 
oceasion. There was an item for niain- 
tenance and repairs. Really the number 
of doors constantly open and the number 
of draughts were enough to give every 
person constant influenza. One might 
as well be on the top of Croagh Patric in 
county Mayo so far as protection from 
draughts was He hoped 
hon. Members would persist in asking 
for information until it was given. 


concernect, 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER © or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DovGhas. Kent. 
St. Augustine’s): IT will) answer, as 
shortly as I can, the questions addressed 
to me chiefly by the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Clare. for the hon. 
Member who followed him practically 
repeated his statements. [ am sure it 
is the desire of the House that I should 
reply in as few words as possible. The 
chief complaint of hon. Members appears 
to be that a large amount of money is 
asked for under this Vote for the expense 
of the opening of Parliament by the 
King in person. Tf hon. Members will 
look at the details of the expenditure as 
stated in the Estimates, they will find 
that only a comparatively small pro- 
portion ot the money asked for in the 
Supplementary Estimate is for that. par- 
ticular service. The first item of £1,900 
has nothing whatever to do with the 
opening of Parliament by the King in 
person. It is for alterations to the late 
residence of the Clerk of the Parliaments 
and improvements to ventilation — of 
committee rooms. [ would remind the 
hon. Member for Kast Clare that. in 
' 1894 a House of Commons Accommoda- 
tion Committee was appointed by this 
House, and part of the Report of that 
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Committee was that when the next | 
vacancy occurred the official residence | 
should be taken over by Parliament, | 
and that a certain allocation of the rooms 
should be made which would free a 
certain number of rooms to be placed at 
the disposal of Members. Acting on 
that Report, I took on myself to ask for | 
the necessary powers to expend money 
for the purpose of preparing rooms in 
the official residence for the occupation 
of Ministers who naturally from their 
business desired to be located near this | 
Chamber. By that means a certain 
number of rooms on the Terrace Front 
will be set free, and will be placed at the 
disposal of hon. Members. In reply to 
a question by the hon. Member for East 
Mavo, Tat once promised to reappoint 
that Committee. The motion appears 
on the Order Paper, and the reference is | 
wide enough to enable us to deal with 
the allocation of the rooms to which I 
have referred, and also to consider the 
other questions raised by the hon. Mem- | 
her. There is one other matter | wish 
to mention in reference to the late resi- 
dence of the Clerk of the Parliaments. 
The Committee of 1894 recommended 
that further accommodation should be 
given to gentlemen of the press. They 
have had very scant accommodation, and 
we have been able to add considerably 
to it. IT may add that I hope to be able 
to add more, but I am glad to think, 
from assurances I have received from 
the Press Gallery, that my efforts to pro- 
mote the comfort of gentlemen of the 
press have not been unsuccessful. 

With regard to the next item, only 
£300 has been necessitated by the open- 
ing of Parliament by the King in person. 
With reference to the item for the exten- 
sion of electric lighting to the Royal 
Gallery, that is not for the supply of elee- 
tric light on the occasion of the opening 
of Parliament by the King only. It is 
for the provision of electric light in the | 
Royal Gallery for whatever purpose it 
It was not lighted with 
electricity before. The next item, “ Ad- 
ditional Supply of Electric Current,” 
has nothing to do with the opening of 
Parliament. It is the extra cost of the 
electric light used by the House during 
the interim session and the short meeting | 
of Parliament in January, whieh could | 
not have been foreseen when the original | 





may be used. 
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Kstimate was drawn up. The item for 
furniture is a charge which will not 
occur again. ‘The opening of Parliament 
by the Sovereign in full state had not 
taken place for over forty years, and a 
large amount of furniture had to be 
supplied which can be used on future 
occasions. With reference to the general 
question of the unfortunate crush which 
took place at the opening of Parliament, 
hon. Members will realise that that is a 
fault which cannot be placed at my 
door, or entirely at the door of the Govern- 
ment. The question whether it will be 
more convenient to open Parliament in 
Westminster Hall will, however, be re- 
ferred to a Joint Committee of the two 
Houses. The reference is on the Paper, 
and it is only because hon. Members 


'do not desire to get rid of a grievance 


that they will not agree to it. [Hf hon. 
Members will allow the motion to pass 
the Joint Committee ean meet and decide. 


Mr. TULLY: | have objected to the 
Committee because of the insulting re- 
ferences to Catholics in) the King’s 
Declaration. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: Hon. Mem- 
bers forget that the general convenience 
of the House would be consulted by 
the appointment of this Committee. 
I am quite sure no one would be more 
anxious that proper accommodation 
should be provided for the Members of 
the House of Commons on the opening 
of the Parliament by the Sovereign than 
the King himself. 


Mr. OMARA (Kilkenny, 8.) said he 
desired to thank the First Commissioner 
of Works for his more detailed state. 
ment. He would, however, protest against 
the paying away of money in connection 
with the opening of Parliament by the 
King because of the Declaration he then 
made. It would be remembered that 
when the Vote was discussed in Com- 
mittee certain inquiries had been made 
as regarded the price paid for coal, but 
no satisfactory answer had yet_ been 
given on that point. He hoped that 
a satisfactory answer would now be given. 
He submitted that the average price of 
coal was not higher last year than in the 
previous year, and the matter should 
be more fully explained, He wished to 














1419 


Civil Service (Supple- 


know why Government oftices generally | Estimate. 
were paying such a high price for coal! , item of £800 for furniture. 


The Vote covered fourteen months—— 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The hon. 
Member is misrepresenting what I said. 
I said in regard to the other Votes that 
we were practically taking fourteen 
months within the year because, whereas 
we had hitherto paid quarterly, we are 
how paying pit prices in advance. 


Mr. O'MARA said the explanation 
was quite satisfactory, and he thanked 
the right hon. Gentleman for it. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork Co., S.E.) said that 
anyone of experience knew that if they 
spent £1,900 on alterations nine-tenths 
of the sum would be lost when portions 
of the structure were torn down in con- 
nection with the general scheme of altera- 
tions which was to be carried out. Thus 
a good deal of this money would be thrown 
away. It was in many to the 
advantage of the architect to spend as 
much money as possible. He held that 
the expenditure of the £1,900 should 
be postponed until the Committee which 
the right hon. Gentleman foreshadowed 
had reported. If money was spent 
before it was voted, the House should 
teach the hon. Gentlemen responsible 
a lesson by making them pay it out of 
their own pockets. It was an insult to 
the House to come forward at that hour 


Cases 


in the morning [one o'clock] and ask | 


them to vote money which had already 
been spent. He objected to money being 


voted for work which had been executed | 


without the sanction of the House. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 
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there was an 
Who was 
ithe manufacturer of the furniture, was 
|it obtained by tender or otherwise, and 
/was it made in this country, France, or 
Germany ? In regard to fuel, he asked 


For instance, 


|the price paid per ton, and by whom it 


| 


was supplied. In July last, when coal 
was at the highest price, why did the 
right hon. Gentleman enter into a con- 
tract for six months, and then, when the 
price had fallen, why did he enter into a 
contract for only three months? It 
seemed to be bad housekeeping. He had 
received letters congratulating the Irish 
Members on the action they were taking 
there in looking after the interests of the 
ratepayers of Great Britain. They were 
not there for any pleasure. Personally 
he might take the liberty of thanking 
the Speaker for allowing him to enjoy 


the free breeze of the outside world 
during the past week. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


question before the House is the Supple- 
mentary Vote. 


Mr. FLAVIN: I did not intend to 


continue that question except in so far--- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must not continue it at all. He must 
address himself to the Vote, or I must 
ask him to resume his seat. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Owing to the stifling 
atmosphere of this Chain ber-—- 


*Mr. SPEAKER : 


There is no question 


‘of the atmosphere of the Chamber in this 
| Vote. 


he had several times pressed the First | 


restore 
taken 


Commissioners ot Works to 
the crossing which had been 
away, opposite the Clock Tower. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that question did 
not arise on the Supplementary Estimate 
now before the House. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) said he 
heartily joined his colleagues on the 
Irish benches in objecting to the Vote of 
£5,000. He asked the First Commis- 
sioner of Works to give more information 
in regard to the different items in the 
Mr. OU Mara 





Mr. FLAVIN said that preceding 
speakers had been allowed to deal with 
the question of the ventilation of the 
House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: On looking at the 
Vote I perceive that there is nothing in 
it about the ventilation of the House. 


Mr. FLAVIN said the Lrish Members 
were prepared to go into full detail in 
regard to the various items of the Vote 
unless the First Commissioner of Works 
made up his mind to give more informa- 
tion in regard to them. He was not 
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aware that Irish contractors had been | first occasion given him since last Tuesday 
asked to supply materials for the Houses | to protest against it. 


of Parliament. 


unfair. Jreland receiv ed 


° ° . | 
directly or indirectly under the Vote, and | 
he therefore deemed it his duty on 


Acland-Hood.Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manel’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj. KR(Christchureh 
Beach. Rt. HnSirM. H. (Bristol) 





Biewood, James 
Brassey, a | 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John | 

Caldwell, James | 
‘arlile, William Walter | 


Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil. Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
he gg Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Dieby, John K. D. Wingfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorineton, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir W illiainTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon | 
Forster, Henry William 
Godson ,SirAugustusFred’riek 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachin 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbuy 


(ireville, Hon. Ronald 





Abraham, Wim. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Ithondda) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Boland, John 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 
Delany, William 

Doovan, P. C. 





VOL. XC. 


He thought that was | 


| Hayne, Rt. Hon Chas. Seale- 


‘Helder, 


_ Lucas; Reginald. 


‘Gilhooly, James 


| Jordon, Jeremiah 


no benefit | 


the | 57. 
AYES. 


Groves, James Grimble 
Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 
Harris, F. Leverton (‘'ynem’th 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath,James(Statlords. ,.N.W. 
Augustus 
Hermon-Hodve, Rbt. 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset ,E. 
Hope, J.F(Sheftield, Brightside 
Johnstone, Hey wood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir Janes 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh, 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Boru 

Lawson, Jolin (rant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Legee, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie | 
Leveson-Gower, Fyederick N.S. 


Trotter 





i 

Levy, Maurice 

‘Long, ColCharles W.(Evesham | 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol, | 


Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft ; 
(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Killop, Ji et s (Stirlingsh.) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolhn, lan 
Manners, Lord ‘‘ecil 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfries, 
Middiemore, Jolin Ty - 
Milward, Col. Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis » 
Montagu, G. (i4untingdon) 
Moore, Willi: _ (Antrim, N.) 
More, Rohert . J. (Shropshire) 
Moran, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 4 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, E. J. (. (Devonport) 





| Mowbray, Sir Robert Cray CL | 


NOES. 


‘Dutly, William J. 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Kfrench, Peter! 

Field, William! 

Flavin, .Michae] Joseph , 


Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, ‘Timothy Michael 
Hope, John Deans (Fite; West) 


we : ap 


Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
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| Question put. 


The House divided : 
(Division List No. 615 


Ayes, 139 ; Noes, 


Morray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
ONeill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Penn, John 
Pirie, Dunean V. 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rateliffe, R. F. 
Renwick, George : 
Ritehie, Rt. Hon. Charles 'T. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Ropner, Col. Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel A. 
Samnel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sir 5. (Marylebone, W. 
Secly,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, H.C.(Nortl’mb., Tynes. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Stran¢l) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hon. Afthur (Ormsk; ) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
on ‘k, James Henry 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chie hester), 
Thomas,J A(Gk unorgn.,Gower 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward , 
Valentia, —— 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. 
Wason, John series art (Orkney 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


‘ 
Seott, 


‘Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 


FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Lambert, George 

Leamy, Edmund : 
Lundon, W. pies 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Giovern, ‘T’. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, JJ. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 


‘Nolan, Col:JohnP.(Galway,N. 


Nolan, Joseph x ght South) 
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O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W) | 
©’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oo Donnell, John (Mayo, S$.) 
(Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, ” Conor (Mayo, N.) 


Reddy, M. 


Redmond, 


Second Resolution : 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. TULLY said he thought that the 
House was entitled to a better explanation 
regarding the Vote than had previously 
been given. The original Estimate was 
£6,740, and now a sum of £2,500 was 


asked for for fuel, light, water, and 
household articles. The original Esti- | 
mate for the British Museum was £3.400, | 


and now an increase of £1,450 was asked 
for. The original Estimate for the Edin- 
burgh Museum was £1,545, and only an 
additional sum of £100 was required. 
How was it that the increase in the case 
of the British Museum was 42 per eent., 
whereas it was only 7 per cent. in the 
ease of the Edinburgh Museum? It 
appeared to him that the cost of fuel, 
light, and household articles must have 
been as great in Edinburgh as in London. 
fle was aware that the Scotch looked 


closely after the ready penny, and he 
thought that the small increase asked 
for for the Edinburgh Museum was a 


testimony to the thriftiness of the Seotch ' 


people. For the Natural History Museum 
the original Estimate was £2,000, and 
the Estimate now required was £2,950, 
or an inerease of 47° per 
thought the House should be given some 
explanation of the increase, and also why. 
when the Supplementary Estimate for 
the Edinburgh Museum was only £100 
it should be £2,400 for the British 
Museum ? The House had told 
that the increase was due principally to 
the increased price of coal, but surely 
Scotch coal went up in price proportion- 
ately with English coal, and if the Edin- 
burgh authorities could get their coal at a 
low rate, 


heen 
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OBrien, KXendal(Tipp'rary Mid | (Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. - 
Power, Patrick Sal 


Redmond. JohnE.( Waterford) 
William (Clare) 


cent. He! 


why could not the same be done | 
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Roche, John 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tully, Jasper 

Weir, James Galloway 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick (Brien. 


6 


in London? ‘The House was entitled to 
know the names of the contractors from 
whom the coal was bought, and whether 
‘any purchases were made from distin- 
‘guished Members of the Houses of Parlia- 
‘ment who were interested in the trade. 


! Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND could not 
understand by what course of reasoning 
the First Lord of the Treasury arrived at 

‘the conclusion that it was fair or reason- 
able that the expenditure of public 
money should be discussed in the early 
hours of the morning, while the ordinary 

time of the House was devoted to dis- 

cussing the more or less interesting case 
of one officer who was unable to conquer 
the Boers. In this Vote there was an 

-additional sum of £1,450 for the British 
Museum in respect of fuel, light. and 

‘household articles. He should oppose 
that and every other Vote in connection 
with that institution until the First Lord 
gave an undertaking to restore to Ireland 
the gold ornaments which were discovered 
in that country, and taken from them 
in a most irregular, illegal, and unfair 
manner, and deposited in the British 
Museum. 

*Mr. SPEAKER ruled that the question 
of the gold ornaments had nothing to de 


with the Vote before the House. and, 
| therefore, could not be discussed. 


| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND was about 


‘to continue his remarks, when— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 
‘and claimed to move, “That the Ques- 
| tion be now put.’ 


Question put, “ That the Question be 
' now put.” 


4 Nc eS, 





The House divided :—Ayes, 128 
70. (Division List No. 62.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Atkw right, John Stanhope 


Atkinson, Rt. 





Arrol, Sir William 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manel’r. 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Maj. K.R.(Christeh’ch 


Hon. John 
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Beach, Rt. 0 SirM. H.(Bristol 
Bigwood, « James 

Brassey, ‘Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore. 
Charrington, Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Davies.Sir HoratioD.(Chath’m 
Dickson, Charles Seott 


Civil Service (Supple- 





Digby, John K. D. W ingfield- 
Disraeli, ( ‘oningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir Jolin Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
lellowes.Hon.Ailwyn Edward | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Kirbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Vitzroy,Hn. Edward Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, HnJ. E.(Elgin& Nairn) | 
— Hon. Geo. Joachim | 
rs Ernest (West Ham) 
Green,Walford D.(Wednes’y. )| 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Mdd’x 
Harris,F. Lev erton(Tynem’th) | | 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


\ 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, fhomas Gair 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Boland, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) | 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duty, William J. 

i libank, Master of 

Farrell, James Patrick - 
french, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJohn | 
Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 


{(Juestion put, accordingly, 
House doth agree with the Committee 


in the said Resolution.” 


| Morrell, George Herbert 


| Murray, Chas. J. (C soventry) 


Hayne, Kt. Hon. CharlesSeale- | 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | 

| Joicey, Sir James 

| Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 

| Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

| Kennedy, Patrick James 

Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 

/ M‘Dermott, Patrick 

, M‘Govern, T. 

, M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

| Mooney, John J. 
Morton, Edw..J.C.(Devonport) 

' Murnaghan, ( reorge 
Murphy, J. 

| Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N 
pen Joseph (Louth, Sah) 
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{12 Marcu 1901} mentary) Estimates. 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley ; 
Heath, James(Staffords. ,N. W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hope. J F(Sheffield, Brightside 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambert, George 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. 8. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Lony,RtHn Walter( Bristol,S. ) 
Lueas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. 

Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh 
Middlemore, JohnThrogmortn 
Milward, Col. Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More,Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) | 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

tateliffe, R. F. 

Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Hopner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col.Samuel Alexander 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Charles Hilton(Lincoln ) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, AbelH. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C(N’rthmb. Tyneside 
Smith,Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, HonArthuz(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. 

Wason, John C. (¢ ois 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Morris, _ Martin Henry F. | Willox, Sir John Archibald 
| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Nicol, Jonald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
| Penn, John 


NOES. 

O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

0’ Donnell. T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Mal ey, William 

O° Mara, James 

O’Shaughnessy, J. P. 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, — Joseph 

Reddy, 

Fa ly JohnE. (W. aterford) 
Xedmond, William (Clare) 

Roche, Jo hn 

Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 

Sinclair, Capt.Jn.(F oefarshize 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, J. A. (Glam.,Gower) 

Tully, Jasper 

Weir, James Galloway 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


| 
) | 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Brien, Kendal(Tipp’rary Mid | 


oy Connor, James(Wicklow, W. 


“That this; The 
Noes, 57. 


House divided :—Aves, 132; 
(Division List No. 63.) 
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Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agyg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Ar kwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
sain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W(Leeds 
Balfour,Maj.K.R.(Christeheh 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H( Bristol) 


Bigwood, James 
arn Albert 


Brodrick, e. Hon. St. John 
Caldwell, James 
‘arlile, William Walter 
‘avendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
ecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,.J Austen(Wore’r 
( 0 ag 8g Spencer 
: ‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) | 
‘Cranborne, Viscount 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby. John K. D. Winglield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorin; zton, 4 “John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
I aaa Sir W illiansTheodore 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 
- Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 


Fitzroy, HonEdwardAlgernon 


Forster, Henry William 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbert J. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
(foschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Abrahava, Willi (Cork,N-E. | 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 


Ambrose, Robert 
Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 
Boland, John 
Campbell, John 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Covan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 
Doogan, P<. 

‘ Dufiy, W illiam J. 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Further Consideration 

- Thursday. 


Loring made, and Question, 


Bal four)—pnt, and agreed 


(Armagh, 5.) | 








{COMMONS} 
AYES. 

Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Middx 
Harris, F. L. (Tynemouth) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. ¢ ‘harles Seale- 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath, J. (Staffords., N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Higvginbottom, 8S. W. 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex ) 
Joicey, Sir James 


Kenyon-Slaney,( ‘ol. W.(Salop 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 





Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Legve, Col. Hon. Heneage 


| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 





Hope,J.F.(Sheftfield, Brightside | 


Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) | 


Leveson-(,ower, Frederick N.S. 


Levy, Maurice’ 
|} Long,Col. Ch ag (E oo 
Long, Rt. Hn. (Bristol, S.) 


Lucas, ( tol. oie (Lowestoft | 


| Lucas, Keginald.J.(Portsmo’th) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. I 


Maicolin, lan 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell; W.J.H (Dumfriessh. | 


Middlemore,Jno. Throgmorton 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 

More, RK. Jasper (Shropshire) 

Morrell, George Herbert 

Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 

Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray ©. 
NOES. 

Healy, Timothy Michael 

Hope, John D. (Fife, West) 

Jordan, pote 

Joyce », Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Govern, T. 


M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
Mooney, John .J. 


Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N). | 
|) Nolan,Joseph (Louth, South) 
A nance mg ipperary Mid 
| O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W. 


Third 





ot the and 


to. 


Fourth 


| 
i 


‘That this House do now adjourn ° 
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Murray, RtHnA.Graham(bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
ONeill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Penn, John 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 
Ratcliffe, R. F. 
Renwick, Georve 

titchie, Rt. HonChas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel: \lexander 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Sirs. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Ch: irles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinelair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 


Smith, Abel H. (Hereford, EF.) 
Smith, HC(Northmb. Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W. F.D.(Strand) 


Spear, John War 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stock, James Henry 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas, J. A. (Glaim.,Gower) 
Tollemache, Henry 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Lieut. -Col. 
Wason.JohnCathe ariork ney 


James 


White, Luke (York, E. 2.) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Arehibala 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES 


William Walrond and 
Anstruther 


Sr 
Mr. 


O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


O'Donnell, John (Mayo, s.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O Dawa, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


O'Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, |’. J. 


Pirie, Dunean \V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, Jolin E.( Wateriord) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 

| Roche, John 


Sullivan, Donal 

Tully, Jasper 

Weir, James Galloway 
TELLERS FOR THE NOoOgs 


Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 
Resolutions deferred — till 
. (Mr. 


Adjourned accordingly at five minutes before Two of the clock. 


x 
Z 


erermencement of a 


NS 
x 
‘ 


A 


v 


<4 84erTI¢s8h 


an 








Member. 


énelicates revision by the 


14 


MI 


I 
mit 
bor 
Sta 
witl 


Pi 
shire 
to li 


CU 


Pe 
inqw 


Tabl 


ELE} 
GR 
Tle 

Pe 

Glou 

ton; 

lie uy 


POO! 


Pet 
Edmo 
lie up 


SALE 


Pet 
Leeds 
(twely 
] Junor 
ampto 
of Se 
toot ° 
Nottir 


VO. 





ill 





Membe 


ech indicates revision by the 


meent of 


ad steriste 


ain 


1429 Congested Districts 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 13th March, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
ELECTRIC SUPPLY 
BILL. 
WEST SURREY WATER BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


METROPOLITAN 


STANDING ORDERS. 
Resolution reported from the Com- 
x mittee, “That, in the case of the Scar- 
borough Electric Tramways Petition, the 
Standing Orders ought not to be dispensed 
with.” 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


BEER BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from North Oxford- 
shire; Charlbury; and West Lindsey ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


~ 


COLVILE, MAJOR GENERAL 
HENRY. 
Petition from South Derbyshire, for 

inquiry into his case; to lie upon the 

Table. 


SIR 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
TLON SCHOOLS). 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Gloucester ; West Hartlepool ; Edmon- 
~ ton; Swindon; and Kidderminster ; to 
+ : aa 
~ lie upon the Table. 


COOIENTLO HCE 


at the « 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA. 
TION ACT, 1896. 
Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Edmonton ; and Newton-in-Makerfield ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Farnworth ; 
Leeds ; Wetherby ;* Wimborne ; Sheffield 
(twelve) ; Herne Hill ; North Kensington ; 
Dunoon; Notting Hill ; Pontypool ; South- 
ampton ; Liverpool; Congregational Union 
of Scotland; Colne (seven); Saunders- 
foot: Willenhall; Middon; Amble; 


Nottingham ; Blaenavon; Shotts ; Buck- 
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| Part I. 





(Ireland) Bill. 


haven ; Edinburgh; Allenby ; Plaistow ; 
London; Motherwell; York (three) ; 
Chelmsford; Aberdeen; West Kent ; 
Dunscore ; Sidcup; Hartlepool ; Caistor ; 
Walthamstow ; Camelon ; Grangemouth ; 
Watford ; Rotherham; Greasbro’; Bar- 
row-in-Furness ; and Whitehaven; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Ellon; 
xreenock (three) ; Blair Athol ; Broughty 
Ferry; Kilbarehan ; Forfar; Methlick ; 
Moffat ; Leslie; and Dunscore; to lie 
upon the ‘Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NAVY (VICTUALLING YARD MANU- 
FACTURING ACCOUNTS 1899-1900). 


Annual Accounts presented, of the 
Cost of Manufacturing, Provisions, 
Victualling Stores, etc., at the Home 
Victualling Yards and Malta Yard for 
1899-1900, ete., with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 
[by Act]; to lhe upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [{No. 82.] 


REFORMATORY AND — INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS (GREAT BRITAIN). 

Copy presented, of Forty-fourth Report 
of His Majesty’s Inspector of Refor- 
matory and Industrial Schools for 1900. 
List of Schools and Detailed 
Reports [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE 

THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

St. Cross Hospital, Winchester.—Return 

relative thereto [ordered 11th March; 
Sir Valter Foster}. 


BY 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS (IRELAND) 
BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.): Mr. 
Speaker, the Bill which I have the honour 
to introduce is not in the strict sense a 
party Bill, nor is it a purely political 
measure, because it is asked for and 
demanded by the overwhelming bulk of 
the Irish people. We might reasonably 


expect for this measure support from all 


| 


sides of the House, seeing that its main 


3 F 
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object and aim is to improve the condi- 
tion of a people temperate, thrifty, indus- 
trious, and moral, who have been reduced to 
an appalling condition of poverty, verging 
on starvation, by circumstances of an 
artificial character, and in the main the 
results of the inhuman methods adopted 
in the past. The Bill refers to what are 
called the Congested Districts, and is to 
deal with a condition of things caused by 
historical crises which inflicted immense 
grievances on the people of the nation, 
who were driven from the good land to 
the bogs and barren rock. History 
furnishes only too many examples of the 
inhuman methods by which this was 
done, but I will only refer to two. In 
the county of Galway we have an 
instance of a man named Pollock, who 
purchased 20,000 acres, and the 12,000 
human beings living upon that property he 
looked upon as encumbrances, and drove 
them out without merey. Solvency was 
no safeguard; those who could pay were 
driven off with those who could not, and 
their homes were rased to the ground to 
make way for sheep. |The hon. Member 
also cited a similar case in county Donegal. | 
The historical crises and acts of landlords 
such as those to which I have referred 
have brought about a condition of 
things appalling in the extreme. In 
introducing this Bill I have no desire to 
criticise or find fault with the administra- 
tion of the present Congested Districts 
Board ; I shail confine myself entirely to 
explaining the scope of the Bill and the 
need of legislation. 

In the first place, this Bill proposes to 
extend the area of the congested districts, 
to enlarge the jurisdiction of the Board, 
to make the Board more representative of 
the people, and to arm it with powers of 
compulsory purchase. We do not intend 
to interfere with the duties of the Con- 
gested Districts Board in the useful 
work in which they are engaged, except 
that we desire to see, if the Government 
is sufficiently generous to endow it with 
thenecessary money, a Congested Districts 
Board sufficiently large to carry out wider 
functions. The first clause of the Bill 
gives power to the Lord Lieutenant, on 
the recommendation of the county council, 
to declare a county or part of a county a 
congested district, and it repeals Sub- 
sections 1 and 2 of Section 36 of the 
Purchase of Land (Ireland) Act, 1891, 
because they would be unnecessary on the 
passing of this Bill. 


Mr. Flynn. 


Congested Listricts 
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The second clause : 





(Ireland) Bill. 1432 
provides for an elective element on the 
3oard. The Board at present is large 
and numerous enough, but it is entirely 
nominated by the Lord Lieutenant, and it 
contains no representative of the people ; 
and now that we have under the new Local 
Government Act county councils in active 
operation, and local self-government has 
had some trial in Ireland, and has been 
found on the whole to work very success 
fully, we think we should have some 
representation on this Board. The men 
elected by the districts would be men of 
some business ability, and would know the 
needs of the particular districts which they 
represented far better than the nominated 
members of the Board. From West Cork, 
Kerry, and many parts of those districts 
which are said to be congested, complaints 
are coming in that their claims are 
neglected, and that they do not get a fair 
share of the operation of this Board. 
And there is another reason also for an 
elective representation. Of the £74,000 
which is the annual income of the Board 
at present, between two-thirds and three 
fourths is derived from an Irish source, it 
comes from an Irish fund and is Irish 
money, and therefore Irishmen should 
have some voice in its expendivure. — En 
largements of the holdings of the tenants 
is, of course, one of the most important 
functions of the Congested Districts 
Board. I find from the Reports of 
the Board examples of that 
have been purchased, which must convince 
the House and the country that in order 
to bring about any improvement at all in 
the condition of these people, anything 
resembling agricultural prosperity, there 
must be an enlargement of the small hold- 
ings in the congested districts. On one 
acreage of 460 acres there are no less 
than ninety-five tenants, and at the same 
time an adjoining grazing tenant had a 
holding of 350 acres. All over these 
districts there are large numbers of people 
huddled together, trying to wrest a liveli- 
hood from bog and rock, whilst in the 
immediate vicinity there are large blocks 
of rich grazing land, on which the people 
look with a hungry eye, and which if 
divided up among the people would give 
these people some degree of prosperity, 
and enable them to live in some degree of 
comfort. 

Another clause — and this is perhaps 
the crux of the Bill —is the arming 
the Board with compulsory powers, 
and it is to be regretted that the 
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who on a former occasion gave his con- 
sent to such a proposition, should now 
find it consistent with his public duty to 
oppose this Bill. The Board have on 
more than one occasion in their Reports 
expressed themselves in favour of com- 
pulsory powers, and they embodied that 
in a resolution which they sent to the 
Lord Lieutenant. In their Report of 
1894 they said— 

“During the months now under review we 
have made inquiries as to various estates 
alvertised or offered for sale, and subsequently 
negotiations were entered into for the purchase 
of the lands. It may, however, be stated 
that we have not so far been able to obtain 
any of these estates at a price sufficiently low 
to enable us to carry out a scheme for migra- 
tion or enlargement of holdings, without 
incurring a risk of heavy loss to our funds.” 


And in 1895 they said— 


“ There is a probability that the Board may 
become purchasers of one or more of these 
estates, but additional funds and enlarged 
powers are desirable if anything is to be done 
on a large seale towards giving effect to what 
may be generally called the migration clauses 
of the Congested Districts Act,” 


and they adopted the following resolu. 
tion— 

“That the Congested Districts Board is in 

possession, through their inspectors, that there 
are large tracts of land that could be used to 
enlarge the holdings of small occupiers and 
promote schemes of migration in congested 
districts. The Board are, however, of opinion 
that it will be impossible for them to give due 
effect to this important part of their work 
unless more funds are placed at their dis- 
posal, and compulsory powers given to 
them to acquire such lands at their just 
value.” 
There is nothing of the Irish agitation 
about that; it is a Report arrived at 
after due consideration of all the faets of 
the case by the Congested Districts 
Board. Later on they follow that up by a 
Report in language not quite so emphatic, 
but equally strong, for they say in their 
Report of 1896— 

“Further, we are conducting negotiations for 
the purchase of some other estates, but the 
extent to which we can buy is affected not 
only by the amount of money at our disposai 
for the carrying out of the re-applotment 
and improvement of holdings, but also by the 
readiness of owners of property to meet our 
views on reasonable terms.’ 

And in 1899 they say— 

“Of course, in those cases where we have 
purchased additioral land—a grazing farm, for 
example—and are thus enabled to consider- 
ably increase the size of all the old holdings, it 
18 a comparatively easy matter to satisfy the 
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hon. and learned Member for East Down, | many cases—very little land can be added to 


| and 
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the existing holdings the problem becomes a 
difficult one.” 

Now I claim the Chief Secretary as a 
supporter of this clause, because he has 
said, in connection with compulsory pur- 
chase for all Ireland, that the League had 
plagiarised the policy of the Tory party. 
Well, if it was for the good of Ireland 
we do not care who was the author of the 
policy, and we will not dispute with him 
whether the League plagiarised the policy 
of the Government or whether the 
Government plagiarised the policy of the 
League. So long as we are agreed that it 
is desirable there need be no controversy ; 
but we do claim the Chief Secretary as 
an advocate and warm friend of the clause 
for compulsory purchase, at all events in 
these congested districts. In many parts 
of the west of Ireland there are large 
grazing holdings contiguous to these small 
plots. Many of them are holdings on eleven 
months tenancy, and surely, when the 
eleven months comes to an end, the land- 
lord has full and free possession, and there 
can be no difficulty in purchasing large 
numbers of them ; and when the landlord 
is unreasonable it is surely desirable that 
compulsory powers should be exercised 
just as they are put in force in munici- 
palities. 

This question is not so very difficult as 
it seems, and can be settled if grappled 
with by statesmen in a comprehensive 
manner. It is an urgent question. I do 
not know whether there could be any 
sight more depressing than to drive 
through these congested districts and to 
see large tracts of rich, fertile land covered 
with sheep and cattle, while the peasants 
are compelled to eke out an existence om 
the rocky, barren mountains or in the bogs 
and swamps. I trust the’ Government 
will give a sympathetic answer. This is 
not a party question, and I appeal to the 
House to pass the Second Reading of the 
Bill. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.) said as 
one who had taken a very special interest 
in this question he rose with great plea- 
sure to second the motion for the Second 
Reading of this Bill. He should like to 
explain, for the benefit of hon. Members 
who did not understand, what a congested 
district was. The population of the con- 
gested districts amounted to 549,516, 
the area in statute acres was 
3,700,000. A congested district was 


tenants, but where—and this must occur in| one where more than 20 per cent. of the 
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population of an electoral division of a 
county lived in a locality the rateable 
value of which was less than 30s. per head 
of the population. The rateable value per 


Congested Districts 


head of the population of the congested dis- | 


tricts was as follows. In Mayo it was only 
18s. 3d., and in one part of the county it 
was only 14s. 10d. In Galway the rate- 
able value was 17s. 10d., and in one 
electoral division it was as low as 7s. 103d. 
In Donegal the rateable value was 18s. ; 
in Leitrim, £1 6s. 8d. ; in Sligo, £1 ds. 5d. ; 
in Roscommon, £1 2s. 9d.; in Kerry, 
£1 1s. 7d., and in one district it was only 
6s. 93d. ; in Cork, £1 3s. 7d. In other 
words, the highest valuation was £1 6s. 8d. 
Now, what was the lowest valuation in 
England? He put a question to the 
President of the Board of Agriculture the 
other day upon this subject, and he was 
told that the lowest valuation in England 
per head was £2 1s. 6d. The number of 
agricultural holdings in Mayo was 33,218, 
of which half were under £4 rateable 
value, and the mean valuation of which was 
£8. In Gaiway there are 32,108 holdings, 
of which 14,189 were under £4 valuation, 
and with a mean valuation of £13: 
In Donegal there were 28,595 holdings, 
14,568 under £4 valuation, and the mean 
valuation of which was £9. In Leitrim 
there were 13,314 agricultural holdings, 
of which 3,638 were under £4 valuation, 
and the mean valuation of which was £9. 
How were these poor farmers, who were 
really only agricultural labourers, to com- 
pete with Canada, the Argentine, and 
Denmark, especially as produce could 
be brought to the London market from 
these countries at a cheaper rate than 
from Connaught ! He claimed in sup- 
port of this Bill the hon. and gallant 
Member tor North Armagh, who told 
him, when he introduced this Bill 
as a private Member's Bill in 1897, 
that if he could persuade his friend the 
late Colonel Waring to accept compulsory 
purchase he (Colonel Saunderson) would 
gladly support it. He also claimed the 
support of the hon. Member for East 
Down, who backed his (Dr. Ambrose’s) 
Bill in 1897. And he claimed the sup- 
port of the present Solicitor General for 
England, from whom he had a letter 
in his possession in which he said that, 
while heartily approving of the Bill of 
1897, he regretted that he could not 
persuade the late Colonel Waring to | 
accept compulsory purchase, and that. 
Dr. Ambrose, 


) 
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being the landlords’ advocate, he was sorry 
he could not support it on that account. 

It might be asked why did the pro- 
moters of this Bill ask for a compulsory 
purchase clause? They asked for it for 
the purpose of relieving the perennial 
distress of the congested districts. They 
might be told there was no perennial dis- 
tress. Well, they had it on the authority 
of the late Chief Secretary that the people 
of the west of Ireland live in a state of 
chronie starvation. Without touching 
upon the famine of 1846-7, the question 
of distress was brought before the House 
from 1831 to 1898 in twenty-seven 
different years. And in nearly all cases 
was it confined to the seaboard counties. 
We had a famine in 1879-80, and the 
amount spent on the relief of such famine 
in 1880 from such sources as the Duchess 
of Marlborough’s fund, the Dublin Man- 


sion House fund, the American and 
Canadian fund, and the Land League 
funds was over £624,000. And the 


following Acts were recently passed by 
this House for the relief of distress : (1) 
The Relief of Distress (Ireland) Act. 1880, 
under which £750,000 borrowed 
from the Irish Church Fund for the reliet 
of distress ; (2) The Relief of Distress 
(Ireland) Amendment Act, 1880, under 
which the sum of £1,500,000 was bor- 
rowed from the Irish Chureh Fund tor 
the same purpose, the £750,000 not being 
sufficient ; (3) the Seed Supply (Ireland) 
Act, 1880, to enable boards of guardians 
to borrow money to supply seed potatoes 
and seed oats to needy tenants ; (4) the 
Relief of Distressed Unions (Ireland) Act, 
1883. which consisted in borrowing not 
more than £50,000 from the Land Com- 
mission for the purpose of relieving dis- 
tress ; (5) and, finally, there was Mr. 
Gerald Balfour's Relief Act of 1898. The 
Government had tried their hands at 
emigration, and although it might have 
heen thought that a wise Minister would 
have considered it more profitable to pass 
Acts to prevent emigration, Acts were 
passed in this House to assist emigration 
from Ireland in the following years :— 
1838, 1847, 1849, 1882, 1883, and 1898. 

Another reason why they asked tor 
compulsory purchase was because the 
Congested Districts Board passed resolu- 
tions in 1895, 1897, and in 1898 asking 
for compulsory powers in order the more 
speedily to enable them to enlarge the 
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holdings in the congested districts. He | Vil. 
would like to give the House an idea of | Receipts and expenditure of a family in 


the receipts and expenditure of some | OTdinary circumstance;, the receipts being de- 
. po eye + . - | rived from agriculture and home industries 

typical families living in congested dis- | 5 : é 

ricts as taken fr the Congested Dis- | teceipts. Expenditure. 

tricts i ak rom the Congestec IS- £38 19s. 6d. £41 0s. 5d. 

a ae eee Home produce consumed by the family, valued 

at about £10, leaving no provision for old age. 


[. ‘ 
Receipts and expenditure of a family in \ =m ee 
comparatively good circumstances, the receipts Receipts and expenditure of a family in 
being derived from agriculture and fishing— ordinary circumstances, the receipts being 
Receipts Expenditure derived altogether from agriculture— 
£48 3s. 4d. £37 2s. Od. Receipts. Expenditure. 
£32 Os. Od. £29 2s. 6d. 


Home produce consumed by family is valued aii 
at about £10, leaving about £1 1s. 4d. for old Home produce consumed by the family valued 
age— at about £12, leaving nothing for old age. 
II. . 
Receipts and expenditure of a family in : oe pias op ite 
very poor circumstances, the receipts being de- teceipts and expenditure of a family in the 
rived fron aeviowltass and Gebine—— ~ poorest possible circumstances, the receipts 
i pigs: being derived from agriculture and labour in 


Receipts. Expenditure. the locality- 
£9 16 Od. £10 19s, Od. Receipts. Expenditure. 
Home produce consumed by the family is £8 3s. Od. £11 9s. Od. 


valued at £12 to £17, leaving nothing for old Home produce consumed by the family valued 
age. ” at about £6, leaving no provision for old age. 

Receipts and expenditure of a family in : apap 
ordinary circumstances, the receipts being whole of the province of Connaught 
derived from agriculture, fishing, and home) should be scheduled as a congested dis- 


Now. he should like to show why the 


industries trict. The poor law valuation per head 
Receipts. Expenditure. of the population for the whole provinee 
‘D7 4s, 4 "30. 9s . ' . . 
£27 4s. 4d. £30 9s. 1d. was £1 1&s. 4d.. only slightly in excess 


Home produce consumed by the family valued of the 38s. per head limit. Therefore, 
at £5 10s. to £10, leaving nothing for old age. Je paintained that the whole province of 
IV. Connaught ought to be scheduled as a 

Receipts and expenditure of a family in congested district. But, in addition, he 
ordinary circumstances, the receipts being gave the following reasons, as showing 
derived from agriculture, migratory labour, the extreme poverty of Connaught, in 


and home industries Behe 
support of his argument that the whole 


Receipts. Expenditure. province is entitled to be scheduled as a 
£41 Os. Od. £42 15s. Cd. eas 
congested district. 
niet nie tomer the family valued The population of Connaught in 
at £12 to £20, leaving nothing for old age. 1898 was 724,774, and the average 
V. ;number of persons daily in the work- 


teceipts and expenditure of a family in house baie 4,101 ;_ that is - say, that 
ordinary circumstances, the receipts being One in 176 of the population of the 
derived from agriculture and from earnings as province was an inmate of the workhouse 


migratory labourers— |every day during the year 1898, The 

Receipts. Expenditure. number of persons relieved during the 

£33 14s. Od. £32 11s. Od. year ended 29th September, 1898, indoor, 

Home produce consumed by the family valued was 36,545, and outdoor, 49,735, making 

at about £15, leaving nothing for old age. a total of 86,280. In other words, one- 
p 2 ; : 

VI eighth of the population of Connaught 


— 5 : . ; were in receipt of outdoor relief in 1898. 
Receipts and expenditure of a family in oe lt Bie eld hae aE 

poor cireumstances, the receipts being derived Now, it might be asked how these 
from agriculture and from earnings as migra- people in the congested districts lived. 
tory labourers—-- He would tell the House. They lived on 
Receipts. Expenditure. the money sent them by their children 

£17 10s. Od. £17 8s. 6d. from America and Australia. He would 


Home produce consumed by the family valued give one further reason in support of the 
at about £15, leaving nothing for old age. claim for compulsory purchase powers by 
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quoting the words of a man whose name | 


would carry weight, he felt sure, in this 
House. Here were his words :— 

“T must say from all accounts and from my 

own observation that the state of our fellow- 
countrymen in these parts of Ireland is worse 
than that of any other people in the world— 
let alone Europe. I believe that these people 
are made as we are; that they are patient 
beyond belief ; but, at the same time, broken- 
spirited and desperate, living on the verge of 
starvation in places in which we would not 
keep our cattle. The Bulgarians, Anatolians, 
Chinese, and Indians are better off than many 
of them are. [am not well off; but I would 
offer Lord So-and-so or his agent £1,000 if 
either of them would live one week in one of 
these poor devils’ places, and feed as these poor 
people do.” 
These are the words of the late General 
Gordon. For all these reasons, therefore, 
he trusted the Government would look 
favourably on this Bill. They had a 
golden opportunity now. He asked the 
House to send to the relatives and friends 
in the west of Ireland of the Irish soldiers 
who fell in South Africa, and whose bones 
are now bleaching on the veldt, a message 
that the dawn of the new century should 
not be without hope for them, but should 
on the contrary be the harbinger of 
better and brighter days. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.) said 
he was certain that every member of the 
House, no matter on which side he sat, 
would cordially agree with the hon. 
Gentleman who had just sat down that 
any proposals of the character which were 
embodied in the Bill or which dealt with 
the general question of relief of distress 
in the west or any other part of Ireland, 
ought to receive the sympathetic atten- 
tion of the House, and though he was 
unable on the present occasion to give 
his assent to this Bill, it was not because 
either he himself or anybody else on 
the Ministerial side of the House had 
previously turned a deaf ear or given 
unwilling aid to the proposals which 
had been passed in Parliament for 
the purpose of relieving such distress 
as existed. His objection to the Bill 
was that it practically upset the whele of 
the machinery which was created by his 
right hon. friend the First Lord of the 
Treasury for the purpose of carrying out 
his projects for the relief of the congested 
districts. 

Dr, Ambrose. 
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He believed himself that the benetit 
which was due to the creation of the 
Congested Districts Board had_princi- 
pally flowed because the administration 
had been in the hands of a Board which 
was not elective. He dared say that 
that was not a very popular view to put 
before the House of Commons, but it 


‘must be recollected that the Board was 


in the position of a trustee administering 
a large sum of money given to it by the 


‘nation for the purpose of relieving distress 


in certain districts in Ireland. ‘There was 
hardly one of these districts which did not 
look upon itself as being in a more distress- 
ful condition than the others. There was 
hardly one district in which the Board 
operated in any of the counties—Kerry, 
Mayo, Galway—in which the inhabitants 
would not like to see the whole of the 
£74,000 spent in their own particular 
district. There was no doubt that all 
sorts of plans for spending money which 
the Congested Districts Board had at its 
disposal had been brought before the Board, 
and, if the Board had been elected by the 
popular voice, as suggested by the Bilk 
he very much feared that many unsound 
projects would have been encouraged. 
A large proportion of the public money 
administered by the Board would have 
been administered in a way which would 
not have relieved the real necessities of 
the case, which would not have made any 
substantial foundation for the future of 
agriculture, and which would have been 
thrown away in obedience to the demands 
made by the popular voice, which, after 
all, looked for the immediate expenditure 
of public money as the best way to meet 
the duties of the moment, without any 
regard to whether the objects upon which 
that public money was spent were of a 
beneficial character. He thought the 
First Lord of the Treasury was quite 
right in narrowing the number of per- 
sons composing the Board to the smallest 
possible dimensions. There naturally had 
been complaints from various parts of the 
congested districts that their wants had 
not been attended to. But he did not 
think that any criticism which had been 
directed against the general work of the 
3oard had been based on any sound foun- 
dation. The last Report of the Board 
showed that its annual expenditure had 
risen from £41,000 to £66,000, and he 
believed that in the near future it would 
have an income of something like £74,000 
to administer. The Bill proposed to 
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introduce an elective element, to be com- 
posed of representatives of the county 
councils within the extended area of the 
Congested Districts Board. They did not 
know that the representatives of the 
county councils would have any special 
knowledge of the work to be done, or any 


very great administrative capacity. [An |, 


Hon. Member: How do you know! 
Name one.] He might name the county 
council of Mayo as one which had not 
shown particular ability in regard to 
agricultural matters. 

An Hon. Member: They will do 
better than the grand juries, at any rate. 

Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL (Mayo, 8.) : 
[ rise to order. [am bound to say that 
the Local Government Board have given 
the Mayo County Council an excellent 
testimonial. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That is 
not a point of order. 

*Mr. MACARTNEY said he did not 
propose to go into any particular cases, 
but what he wanted to do was to lay 
down the general principle that when 


they had what was practically a large | 


public trust to be administered, involving 
an expenditure of £75,000 yearly, with 
work to be earried on in different locali- 
ties, it was clear that the work would be 
much better done and the proposals con- 
sidered in a far more impartial spirit by 
a Board which had little local connection 
and was subject to no local influence. For 
the House to alter the character impressed 
on the Congested Districts Board by the 
First Lord of the Treasury when he 
created it—a character which had enabled 
it to carry on its work with very con- 
siderable success—would be one of the 
most mischievous actions ever proposed 
by any legislature with regard to a body 
intended to permanently benefit the Irish 
congested districts. There was one other 
provision of the Bill to which he had a 
strong objection and that was, the pro- 
posed extension of the congested districts 
area. No figures had been put before 
the House to justify the inclusion of 
counties like Sligo, Roscommon, and 
Donegal. Was it not perfectly absurd to 
include the whole of such a county as 
Donegal ? 

Mr. FLYNN: We leave it to the 
discretion of the Lord Lieutenant, acting 


on the recommendation of the county | : a 
time it suited their purpose, for political 


council. 
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nothing about discretion in that part of 
the Bill. It certainly did say that the 
Lord Lieutenant might, if he desired, in- 
clude certain other counties, and person- 
ally he had no objection to the Lord 
Lieutenant doing so, on the advice of the 
Congested Districts Board. But his point 
was that the propesal to at once schedule 
Donegal and Roscommon in the congested 
districts area materially weakened the 
arguments which had been advanced in 
support of the Bill. 

Another great objection he had to the 
measure was that it increased the powers 
given under the Act of 1896 to the Land 
Commission to advance money for the 
purchase of holdings. As he understood 
it, this Bill would enable the Congested 
Districts Board to swallow up every 
farthing of money now provided for the 
purchase of holdings generally in Ireland, 
and to apply it solely to purchases in the 
scheduled counties. As a representative 
of Ulster he had the strongest objection 
to the attempt to secure the whole of the 
money for the purchase of land in certain 
districts in the west, and nothing would 
induce him to give his consent to a Bill 
containing such a provision. He trusted 
that the House would not permit the 
Land Purchase Fund thus to be dealt 
with by a side wind. Until they heard 
what the proposals of the Government 
were for increasing the sum now set free 
for land purchase, he, for one, could not 
consent to a Bill of that description 
passing the House. The sum which had 
been already spent on land purchase in 
the congested districts up to the last year 
was something like £300,000. The Con- 
gested Districts Board had dealt with 
some six or seven estates, and he trusted 
that the difficulties which had recently 
arisen in connection with the purchase of 
the Dillon estate would soon disappear. 
But it seemed to him that very great 
risk would be run if the Congested Dis- 
trict Board, as reconstructed by the Bill, 
were placed in a position to carry out 
compulsory purchase all over the eight 
counties named in the schedule, and were 
endowed with the power of applying all 
the money now in the hands of the Land 


' Purchase Commissioners for that purpose. 


They knew very well that there were 
authorities in the west of Ireland who 
had taken upon themselves the responsi- 
bility of openly declaring that at any 
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reasons, they would not only encourage, | of Fermanagh, and of Antrim there were 
but would actually advise the purchasing districts in which the tenants were not 
tenants to repudiate their liability. nearly so well off as the great majority of 
[Cries of “No, no.”| Well, it was on those in the congested districts. [Cries 
record. [Cries of “ Name.”] The hon. of “Oh, oh!”] He made that statement 
Member for East Mayo had said as much in deliberately. [An Hon. Member: What 
that House. do you know about it?] He had been 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : in a good many congested districts, and 
I do not think that the right hon. Gentle- had watched the work of the Congested 
man should make that statement without nome fe joard, and he of perfectly cei 
quoting the words. I believe they are The olin the ar nag ot eee preg 
quite different from those he now uses. hee climate in the districts to which he 
The hon. Member for East Mayo is not ‘*S referring was colder than on the 
present, and it is not fair that words should west coast, and, sei they Page 
he quoted in this loose way. good deal of lamentation about the wild- 
: ness of the west coast, anybody who had 
*Mr. MACARTNEY said he did not had an opportunity—as he had had—of 
wish to press unfairly upon any Member comparing the isolated tracts in Ulster 
not in the House. Had he thought there with the congested districts area would 
was any doubt on the point, he would agree that the tenants there were quite as 
have provided himself with a volume of badly off as those on the western sea- 
Hansard. Still, he was only giving the board. 
effect of the hon. Member's words on his Dr. AMBROSE: That is not borne 
own mind, and he certainly was under 
the impression that in the Second Reading 
debate on the Land Purchase Bill of 1891 
the hon. Member for East Mayoindicated | *Mr. MACARTNEY said it was his 
that it was quite within his power and | opinion, at any rate, and anyone who, 
discretion, if he chose at any time, to | like himself, had driven through the par 
advise the purchasing tenants to repudiate | ticular disticts of which he was speaking 
their liability. His argument was, “How would appreciate the difference between 
could the British Government hope to the western seaboard and the exposed 
recover instalments against the will of a‘ parts of Tyrone and North Antrim. 
united body of occupiers of land?” He Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Put 
certainly could not see that any argu- 
ments had heen advanced to justify the 
proposed inroad upon the money provided *Mr. MACARTNEY said allusion had 
by Parliament for land purchase in Ire- been made to the opposition of the land 
land generally. Up to the present suffi- lords, but he could not see how the land- 
cient funds had been placed at the dis- lords of any part of Ireland could be 
posal of the Congested Districts Board interested in opposing the passing of this 
for the purpose of carrying out what was, Bill. He opposed it because, in the first 
after all, an experimental system of land place, it altered the constitution of the 
purchase. The system adopted by the Congested Districts Board to such a 
Board differed in many respects from land degree and in such a manner as to de- 
purchase in other parts of Ireland, because prive that Board of its power and autho- 
the Board had been empowed not only to rity to effectually carry out the duties 
buy estates from landlords and re-sell entrusted to it by Parliament. Secondly, 
them to the tenants, but also to devote he opposed it because it made an inroad 
considerable sums of money to improving on the funds provided by the State for 
the condition of the property, and to land purchase in Ireland generally, an 
assist the purchasing tenants. These inroad which had not been justified by any 
tenants consequently had been placed by arguments put before the House, and he 
legislation in a far better position than was for one could not consent to a fund 
enjoyed by other tenants in Ireland, and, intended for the whole of Ireland being 
while he was glad to see the success which used solely for compulsory purchase in the 
had attended that legislation, he certainly congested areas. In the third place he 
was not prepared to assent to the passing saw no reason whatever for the inclusion 
of a Bill of that character when he re- of the whole of the counties scheduled in 
flected that in many portions of Tyrone, , the Bill in the congested districts area, 


Mr. Macartney. 


out by the Local Government Board 
Reports. 


a tax on the Gulf Stream. 
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He did not deny that there might be some 
portions of Ireland which might very well 
be added to the area already under the 
supervision of the Bill, and no doubt the 
Chief Secretary, if he had not the power 
of adding them, would apply to Parlia- 
ment for it in due time. While he 
trusted that the House would always give 
a sympathetic hearing to proposals eman- 
ating from any quarter for remedying 
distress either on the west coast or inany 
other part of Ireland, he did urge it not 
to pass this Bill on the grounds which he 
had stated. He therefore begged to move 
that the Bill be read a second time that 
day six months. 


Yongested Districts 


Mr. MOORE (Antrim, N.), in seconding 
the Amendment, said that hon. Members 
on both sides of the House, whether they 
approved of the Bill or not, ought at least 
to be grateful to the hon. Member who 
had brought it forward, because he had 
afforded them another opportunity of dis- 
cussing a really important Irish subject. 
The importance of the subject wasshown by 
the fact thatthe new Chief Secretary, when 
he first took up his duties, paid a personal 
visit to the congested districts, in order to 
examine into the working of the Board. 
It was now ten years since the Board was 
first instituted, and it was well that they 
should have an opportunity of reviewing 
its work. It would be remembered that 
the Board was empowered to pursue three 
direct methods for the purpose of dimin- 
ishing the distress in the districts placed 
under its control. In the first place it 
was instructed to develop the sea 
fisheries, and it was very gratifying to 
know that so successful had its work been 
in that direction that in a period of three 
months twenty-three boats, at a place on 
the coast of Donegal, had been enabled to 
earn £7,000, while the Midland and Great 
Western Company of Ireland in one 


season carried no less than 23,000 
tons of fish from the western  sea- 
board. Then, again, the Board’s action 


in connection with cottage industries 
had been equally satisfactory, although 
perhaps public attention had not been very 
much centred upon it. 

Now, this Bill proposed to give the 
Board further powers on the third and 
most important side—the agricultural 
side—of its work. He did not wish 


to repeat anything said by the last 
speaker, but he was bound to say that, 
In his opinion, it was desirable that 
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the collection of districts which formed 
the unit in the Act of 1891 should con- 
tinue to be the unit. In every county 
almost there was a belt of fertile land, 
however poor the remainder might be. 
While the Bill proposed to increase the 
area under the control of the Congested 
Districts Board, it did not propose to in- 
crease its income. The Act of 1891 was 
not sufficiently elastic, and he thought it 
was desirable that the Congested Districts 
Board should be enabled to segregate the 
congested districts, and that instead of 
insisting that 20 per cent. of the entire 
population of a county should live in a 
congested area before the Act could be 
put into operation, they should take as 
the unit electoral divisions with a mini- 
mum population of 10,000. In the 
northern counties there were considerable 
town povulations which had to be brought 
into the computation, and that he sug- 
gested was not desirable. Hon. Members 
opposite would, he was sure, acquit him 
of any suggestion of political prejudice 
or bigotry in that matter, because the 
very people whose cause he was pleading 
were their co-religionists. He had never 
looked to them for any political support, 
but he did contend that, in common fair- 
ness, the Nationalists of Antrim should 
share benefits equally with those of 
Galway whenever there was a Govern- 
ment grant to be distributed. At present, 
everything seemed to go to the west 
coast. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: 
Look at Ardglas. 


Not at all. 


Mr. MOORE said he was not denying 
that the people of the west coast were 


poor. All he was contending was that 
the money should be equally divided. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: What about 
Ardglas ? 
Mr. MOORE: That is in county 
Down. What he wanted to point out 


was that while of the Government grant, 
given in 1887, for the development of 
Irish fisheries, county Clare got £11,000, 
Galway £28,000, and Mayo £30,000, 
Antrim only received £1,000. He wished 
to lay down the proposition that it was a 
mistake to assume that the entire destitu- 
tion and poverty of Ireland was con- 
centrated on the seaboard of Galway. 
Let them look at his own Division, where, 


‘in the Glen district, they would find a 


population settled on small patches of 
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land tilled with primitive and unskilled 
methods, where the cattle and sheep had 
deteriorated in breeding and decreased in 
numbers, and where the people led most 
comfortless and cheerless lives. They 
were huddled up together, and no one 
bothered their heads about them. Their 
more prosperous neighbours in the county 
of Antrim, who farmed the lowlands, did 
not feel bound to contribute to their 
relief any more than did the people who 
farmed the rich lands in the west deem it 
their duty to assist their poorer brethren 
in the congested areas. They constituted, 
in fact, an almost forgotten race. It was 
objected, when the Act of 1891 was 
passed, that it would be very unsatis- 
factory to have what might be called 
sporadic congested districts scattered 
throughout the country. He could quite 
understand the difficulty and expense 
which might be entailed on the Congested 
Districts Board by having one patch to 
deal with in Antrim, another in Derry, 
and others in Kerry and Galway. But 
owing to what had happened in the last 
ten years, that difficulty had been 
diminished. They now had an Agricul- 
tural Board with its staff of inspectors in 
nearly every county, and surely there 
would be no difficulty in placing congested 
areas under the supervision of those 
inspectors. The Congested Districts 
Board might well be allowed to utilise 
the staff of the Agricultural Board for its 
own purposes. Next he came to the 
question of the elective constitution of 
the Board. He understood that the 
proposal contained in the Bill was 
defended on the ground that the people 
who paid were entitled to representation. 
That was all very well if the people did 
contribute to the funds which the Board 
expended. In this case they did not. 


CoLONEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): They 
are taxed. 


Mr. MOORE: Certainly ; but if that 
were the argument it would follow that 
the County Council of Antrim would have 
as much right to a seat on the Congested 
Districts Board as the County Council of 
Galway. What he wanted to point out was 
that there was no direct local contribution 
to the fund which the Congested Districts 
Board had to administer, and if they were 
to have local representation on the Board, 
then certainly every council in Ireland 
should have the right to send a repre- 
sentative. They ought to be very care- 
Mr. Moore. 


Congested Districts 


‘COMMONS} 


‘ful before they accepted any proposal 
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which would make the Board too un- 
wieldy. He had never heard any 
suggestion from any part of Ireland that 
the Board did not do its work well, and he 
therefore hoped this proposal to alter 
its constitution would not be pressed. It 
might fairly be considered by the Chief 
Secretary, however, how far local com- 
mittees or temporary commissions might 
assist the Board in its work. 

There was only one other matter to which 
he wished to refer, and that was the pro- 
posal for the compulsory taking of land. It 
was peifectly true that he was a strong 
advocate of the principle of compulsory 
purchase. But he held that that principle 
was applicable only to the case of dual 
ownership, and he did not understand 
that the proposal of this Bill suggested 
there was any dual ownership in_re- 
spect of the lands to bedealt with. The 
Congested Districts Board was in_ the 
same position as an ordinary individual 
seeking to acquire adjoining land. There 
was no question of terminating a part- 
nership, and therefore the Board, when 
seeking to secure possession of land by 
legal force, should be compelled to pay 
for it on the scale which ordinarily 
obtained in such eases. He thought he 
had sufficiently shadowed to the Honse 
the reasons which led him to support his 
right hon. friend the Member for South 
Antrim in his motion for the rejection 
of the measure. He could only add his 
hope that, later on in the debate, they 
would receive from the Chief Secretary 
some assurance that in the near future he 
would afford them practical evidence of 
his sympathy with the difficulties which 
admittedly existed, 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day six months.’?”—(Mr. Macartney). 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: I rise to 
support the Bill which has been intro- 
duced by the hon. Member for North 
Cork, and in doing so I may be per- 
mitted to express my regret that the 
Government have neglected to introduce 
a measure of such vital importance to 
so many people in Ireland, and have 
thereby ignored the wants of a very 
considerable portion of those who 
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are best entitled to their consideration 
—I mean the poor and oppressed in the 
congested districts. I have at the same 
time to express my dissatisfaction at 
the conduct of two hon. Members who 
represent agricultural constituencies in 
Ireland, who moved and seconded the 
rejection of this Bill. I wish also to refer 
to some observations made by the right 
hon. Member for South Antrim, who had 
spoken with admiration of the monument 
which the First Lord of the Treasury had 
raised for himself in Ireland in the shape 
of the Congested Districts Board. The 
right hon. Member viewed that monu- 
ment from a long distance. He has not 
looked at it from the point of view of 
one who, like myself, has lived in the 
west of Ireland. I have had ten years 
experience of the working of that Board, 
and have come to the conclusion that 
if it be a monument it was built on a 
had toundation. No man who has any 
acquaintance with the everyday affairs 
of the world but will say that if a machine 
in daily use is not found to work in accord- 
ance with the intentions of the owner 
or inventor, it is overhauled, or a new 
one substituted tor it. I] say that the 
same principle should apply to the Con- 
gested Districts Board. Speaking for 
my constituents in the West of Ireland 
who are affected by the operation of 
the Congested Districts Act, and who 
would be affected by the passage of this 
Bill into law, | say that they are not 
anxious for the rejection of the Bill. The 
attitude of the right hon. Member for 
South Antrim reminds me of the seed in 
the Gospel which fell among barren soil or 
among thorns. It was strange indeed 
to find hon. Members representing 
constituencies mainly made up of farmers 
in one part of Ireland opposing a Bill 
brought in by Members representing 
farmers in another part of Ireland. | 
would remind the right hon. Member for 
South Antrim, who supports compulsory 
purchase, that he is, in opposing this 
Bill, neglecting the interests of his con- 
stituents. As a native of the county 
of Mayo, I give the right hon. Member's 
statement about the Mayo County 
Council a flat contradiction, for within 
the last few weeks the secretary for the 
county council of that county received 
a most flattering letter from the Local 
Government Board as to the way in 
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which the business of the county council 
is conducted. . 

This Bill, brought in by the hon. 
Member for North Cork, will enable the 
Congested Distriets Board to extend the 
sphere ot its operations. That Board 
was established by Act of Parliament 
in the year 1891, and was empowered 
, to take such steps us they think prope 
to improve the congested distriets in 
connection with agricultural develop- 
ment, forestry, breeding ot live stock 
and poultry, the sale of potatoes and seed 
oats, the amalgamation of small holdings, 
migration, emigration, fishing, and mat- 
ters subservient to fishing, weaving and 
spinning, and any other suitable indus- 
tries. It is not my intention on this 
oceasion to refer to any of these subjects, 
with the exception of the amalgamation 
of small holdings and migration. The 
figures made use of by the hon. Members 
for North Cork and West Mayo wil! 
give hon. Members a ready method of 
understanding the reasons why discon- 
tent prevails in many parts of Ireland, 
and why a great ery has been raised 
against a land system which compels 
so many thousands of our people to 
live on such wretched holdings, while 
in most instances there are within sight 
thousands of excellent land 
given over to the feeding of cattle and 
sheep at a loss to most of the graziers 
who hold them. To any man in this 
House who professes to know anything 
about the means necessary to be obtained 
in-order to live, it must be a source of 
curiosity to know how an average family 
of six can eke out an existence on £4 
worth of land. Unfortunately in many 
instances families have to live on a 
great deal less. Perhaps when I try to 
illustrate to this House the way poor 
people have to do it, hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, instead of opposing this measure 
and howling us down because we endea- 
vour to expose the grievances of our 
people, will be filled with feelings of sur- 
prise that we have submitted so long 
and so patiently to that condition of 
things. Some days ago | heard the 


acres of 


Chief Secretary for Ireland remark that 
a certain class of tenant in Ireland, those 
paying an average of £3 a year as rent. 
were happy because they had little more 
than twopence a day to pay for lodging 
and land. 


Well, there might be some 
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reason in the remark if it could be shown 
that, in addition to giving even a pauper’s 
fare to the family, a farthing a day 
could be saved. | will prove to this House 
that, putting everything together, more 
than a shilling a day cannot be taken 
out of a £4 holding, and out of this 
small sum the landlord, who neither 
toils nor spins, must indeed get close 
on 3d. of it, and leave an average family of 
six to live as best they ean, so far as he 
is concerned, on the balanee of 9d. 
Surely the right hon. Gentleman cannot 
say that they have a luxurious time of it. 
[ have not gone to Blue-books for my 
information : | have not taken railway 
trips in a saloon carriage at the rate of 
sixty miles an hour: but [ have arrived 
at my conclusion, and based mv know- 
ledge on an experience gained by having 
lived among these people during the 
greater part of my life. I am the son 
of a tenant farmer in county Mayo, Tam 
proud to say. L know what it is to 
dig with a spade, and to follow the plough. 
and I sympathise with these people 
in their sufferings, and would, if neces- 
sary, share their jovs if any 
to them onee in a generation. 

I take the case of an average £4 holder, 
who is supposed to be much better off 
than a £2 or £3 holder, and I can defy 
contradiction when | say that the receipts 
of such a man for a year amount to as 
follows—Butter, £4 cattle. £5 ; pigs. 
£5; sheep. £2: eggs and poultry, £2 10s., 
making a total of £18 10s. What is his 
expenditure ! Rent, £4; taxes. £1 2s. 6d. 


came 


clothing. £6; meal and flour. £8; 
groceries. £3 7s. 6d.: sundries. £3: 


young pigs. £1. or a total of £26 10s. 

without saying anything about a small 
saving for old age. This 
lent to a deficit of £8 
be found elsewhere in 
Where does the farmer turn to in 
order to get that £8? He has no 
relief in his immediate surroundings ; 
but when the 2Ist or 22nd June 
comes round he bids farewell to his wife 
and children, begs or borrows 13s. or 
I4s. to carry him across the Irish Channel 
to the harvest fields of England, there for 
six months to remain a slave to English 
tusk-masters to get the means of sub- 
sistence for his wife and family. The 
poor harvestman who is thus compelled 
to go to England is not burdened with 


Mr. John O' Donnell, 


is equiva 
which must 
order to live. 
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‘much of the world’s goods in the shape 

of trappings, as it only too often happens 
that he can tie up all that he uses for 
the season in a cotton handkerchief or 
other small piece of cloth. It is 
very easy for the Chief Secretary to say 
that that man has only twopence a day 
to pay for lodging and land, but it is a 
very hard matter to get that twopence a 
day. It is easy indeed for hon. Members 
who have incomes of from £5,000 to 
£10,000 a year, and have perhaps a fat 
salary of £5,000 in addition, to look with 
contempt on these poor farmers in the 
west of Ireland. Hon. Members do not 
know the needs of these poor people, or 
they would not turn a deaf ear to the 
demands of those whom they send here to 
expose their grievances. Perhaps a time 
may come when we shall get a sympa- 
thetic word from the Treasury bench 
and the concession of that to which we 
are entitled, namely, the right to live, if 
not in luxury, at least in independence 
and comfort in our native land. 

The intentions of Parliament were no 
doubt fairly good in passing the Act 
which brought into existence the Con- 
gested Districts Board. but, like ail other 
Acts of Parliament passed by this House 
for the benefit of the Irish people, it is 
surrounded by such an amout of red 
tape and useless ceremony, causing such 
delay in its administration, as to render it 
almost useless to the class of people it was 
intended to serve. Everybody who has 
any knowledge whatever of the conditions 
of things as they exist in the province of 
Connaught, and in Donegal. Kerry, and 
parts of Cork, must admit that until such 
time as this Board is empowered to get 
the land for the people who are desirous 
of obtaining it, and until they get 
to the root of the trouble by obtaining 
compulsorily the thousands of acres of 
land lying waste at the doors of these 
unfortunate people who are squatted on 
small patches of worn-out bog, moor, and 
marsh. there can be no peace or content- 
ment for Ireland. My hon. friend the 
Member for North Cork quoted in the 
course of his speech a very remarkable 
portion of a report made by the Con- 
gested Districts Board. 1 forget whether 
he mentioned the fact that that report 
was signed by no less a personage than 
the President of the Board of Trade, who 
was then Chief Secretary. but who, like 
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many of his predecessors in that office, got 
sick of the job. That right hon. Gentle- 
man saw the real state of affairs during 
his tenure of office. and gave expression 
to what I consider a manly opinion, if he 
had only the courage of his convictions, 
and exercised the influence he possesses 
by putting an Act on the Statute Book 
which would enable that Board to carry 
out its good intentions. There is an old 
saying in Ireland—I suppose it is also 
current in England—that “It’s better 
late than never” ; and even now I would 
appeal to him to use that influence which 
the members of his family undoubtedly 
possess with the Government of the day 
and get them to pass into law the very 
modest Bill now before the House. It 
may be of some interest to hon. Gentle- 
men on the other side of the House who 
have no conception of the extraordinary 
delays in administering any law in 
lreland that would be of use to the people 
for whose benefit it was intended, that 
during the first vear of its existence this 
Board did not purchase a single acre of 
land. In its second year the Mount 
Bellew estate, county Galway, consisting 
of 1.200 acres. was purchased at £7,600. 
The third year they paid £5,000 for 
Clare Island, only after they received a 


vuarantee from the illustrious Archbishop i 


of Tuam and Mr. William O'Brien that 
they would be responsible for the pay- 
ment of the instalments of the purchase 
money during the first years. 
Another year passed by, and one more 
estate, Carna., county Galway, of 1,321 
acres, was purchased at a cost of £5,345. 
The following year another small slice 

the Thompson estate, of 1,319 acres, in 
county Galway—was purchased at £1,250, 
which represented something like 1&s. or 
How could you expect 
that people planted on that land for 
venerations could be in a position of 
independence. or experience many com- 
forts! | say that these flgures may not 
he very comforting to hon. Gentlemen, 
but they are no less true, and we know 
that facts are stubborn things. These 
figures in themselves prove that we 
are unable to elve a testimonial to 
the efficiency of the Congested Districts 
Board. Then the next year was spent 
in completing the purchase of the 
Carrowcannon estate, in county Donegal. 
This is comprised of 93 acres, the pur- 


seven 


19s. an acre. 
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chase money being £820, or twenty 
years purchase. It is only fair to state 
that of this sum the tenants paid four 
years purchase, so anxious were they to 
get the land. At last we are coming to 
a point where the Board seemed to be 
doing a little business, as in the vear 
ending 31st March, 1899, they awoke to 
their senses, and purchased the following 
estates :—Rockfield, near Clifden, county 
Galway, having an area of 414 acres, at 
£1,850 : Port Royal estate, county Mayo, 
covering an area of 5,230 acres. at a cost 
of £10,500; the Leetch estate, county 
Mayo, consisting of 538 acres, at a cost of 
£2,160: Knockaunakill estate, county 
Mayo: Ballymacragh, county Mayo, 372 
acres ; portion of the O'Donnell estate. 
county Mayo ; the O’Reilly-Dease estate. 
county Mayo, consisting of 2.581 acres. 
which were purchased for £347; the 
Digby estate, county Mayo, 6,835 acres, 
at £2,000; the Higgins estate, county 
Mayo, 274 acres, at £2.633 : the Dillon 
estate. county Mayo, the largest of all, 
consisting of upwards of 30,000 acres, at 
something like £250,000. Even at the 
rate of purchase during that year, it will 
take a very long time before the very 
vexed question on the western seaboard 
of Ireland can be satisfactorily settled. 

[ maintain that if the present Bill 
were to become law it would do a great 
deal in the desired direction. It would 
do a great deal in the way of smoothing 
the troubled waters in the most agi- 
tated parts of the country, and I have 
no doubt would tend towards the pro- 
motion of a better feeling between the 
two nations. As will be seen by what 
I have stated about the purchase of 
lands in Ireland by the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board, all, or nearly all, has been 
purchased in the county of Mayo, and 
in parts of the county where there is 
not the necessary room for liprovement 
in the condition of the people commen- 
surate with the expenditure involved. 
I do not complain because the purchases 
made so far have been chiefly confined 
to my native county. On the contrary, 
I should be glad if the whole county 
were in the hands of the Congested Dis 
tricts Board to-morrow. What I do 
complain of is that they have made pur- 
chases in such places as the Barony ot 
Erris, where the land is of such a terribly 


‘bad nature that it would give a hare 
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the heartburn to scamper over it, and 
where there are no grazing tracks within 
the area purchased by which the holding 
could be in any way enlarged. I would 
wish to know why the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board during all these vears did 
not turn their attention to the fertile 
plains of Mayo, the excellent ranches 
around Ballinrobe : or I might go even 
further, and ask why they do not go 
into the county of Roscommon. where 
[ may say there are hundreds of square 
miles of grazing lands. perhaps the best 
in the world, which remind you more 
ot the prairies in the Western States in 
America than a portion of the province 
of Connaught. It was stated by the 
right hon. Member for South Antrim that 
Roscommon is not congested. but | say 
the bogs and 
where the people. in old days. were 
hunted to act as fence-holders for the 
landlord, and where they have never 
enjoyed human rights. where they were 
driven into the last ditch. by evicting 
landlordism, and where I trust they will 
hold on until in the near future they 
may be enabled to come out and enjoy 
the land of which their fathers were 
robbed, but which God and nature 
intended for their use and benefit. In 
these places there is ample room. tor 
carrying out the great task before the 
Congested Districts Board. and conse- 
quently Lappeal in the most earnest and 
solemn manner to the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary to use his in- 
Hluenee with the Government to have the 
whole province of Connaught scheduled. 
by which means alone any effective work 
can be carried out within a reasonable 
limit of time. According to the ofticial 
reports, the first five vears of the Board's 
existence were spent in doing little or 
nothing, and, with the exception of Lord 
Dillon's estate, the remainder of the 
time has been spent on a few jobs in 
the county of Mayo. 

Perhaps the Chief Secretary thought 
he was doing very good and useful work 
hy going to the west of Ireland and 
visiting a few half-starved localities on 
the seaboard, where the people live 
among rocks and earn something by 
fishing, and where there is no earthly 
room for improvement in the way of 
enlarging the wretched holdings upon 


marshes are congested 


which they are squatted, and no chance 


Mr. John O Donn: il, 
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of ever emerging from the poverty in 
which they are steeped. | noticed that 
the right hon. Gentleman was in Conne- 
mara, and that he met some persons 
there who did not mention a word about 
the only remedy for the existing evil, 
the buying up of the ranches and plant- 
ing the cottier tenants on medium- 
sized holdings on which they might 
find the means of subsistence. I did 
not hear that anyone had told him a 
single word about the case of James 
Vallely, who got two months imprison- 
ment for doing nothing but trying to 
carry out the recommendations of the 
immediate predecessor of the present 
Chief Secretary. or that the right hon. 
Gentleman made any stay in or near 
Letterfrack. where | understand there 
are a number of grazing farmers, and a 
very large number of persons living in 
congested villages around there, huddled 
together in worse conditions than beasts. 
Neither did | hear that he drove over the 
prairies ot Kilmeena and Willmaclassas, 
between Westport and Newport, although 
he took the train on to Achill. I 
may be permitted to tell the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land that it he wants to know anything 
about the condition of the people in Con- 
naught he must make up his mind that 
he will never learn much while he re- 
mains in a saloon railway carriage going 
at sixty miles an hour, or while he drives 
along the main roads, where, according 
to the natural order of things, the bulk 
ot the people are extremely comfortable 
compared with the unfortunate creatures 
who have to eke out an existence away 
from the paths trodden by officials when- 
ever they trouble themselves to visit the 
country which they profess to govern. 

I want to call the attention of the 
Government to another matter—namely, 
the method by which the money is at 
present advanced by the Land Commis- 
sion. At present the Congested Districts 
Board must make the purchase, arrange 
all the preliminaries, carry on the pre- 
vious work of transferring leases, which 
often takes vears to get over, and, if 
there are any holdings on the rundale 
system, the lands must be striped before 
any money can be got from the Board. 
In the meantime. the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board must advance all the money 
out of the limited amount at its disposal. 








145 


Whi 
the 
coul 
once 
any 
hav 
pler: 
syst 
say 
the 
vent 
deal 
be : 
tlon 
tence 
inst: 
at ] 
to | 
belic 
out. 
the 
Secr 
ques 
one 
larg 
with 
beer 
met! 
by 
mon 
if t] 
enti 
whe 
mak 
the 
run 
do. 
pure 
end, 
disc 
affai 
but 
not 
Lore 
slave 
estat 
of u 
conn 
the | 
| 
I hi 
the 
obse 
man 
thin 
objec 
Con; 
hon. 














1457 Congested Districts 


What I think should be done is to place 
the Board in such a position that it 
could call on the Land Commission at 
once for an advance that would cover 
any arrangement into which they might 
have entered with the owners or occu- 
piers of land in Ireland. The existing 
system is cumbrous, tedious, and [ might 
say almost useless, and in my judgment 
the red tape of the Government pre- 
vents the Board from doing a great 
deal of useful work. Of course, it will 
be always open to them to spend por- 
tions of their own money in the way of 
fencing, building. and draining, and 
instead of being hampered, as they are 
at present, they should be encouraged 
to proceed with the work which I 
believe that body was formed to carry 


out. From time to time I have heard 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 


Secretary for lreland giving auswers to 
questions in this House which would lead 
one to think that the purchase of other 
large estates in Mayo and other parts 
within the scheduled area would have 
been completed betore now but for the 
methods. the tedious methods. adopted 
by the Government in advancing the 
money for the Dillon estate. I savy, 
if that is the case, the Government are 
entirely to blame. Thev should know 
where the clog is in the machinery, and 
make every reasonable effort to remove 
the clog, so that the machinery may 
run as smoothly as it was intended to 
do. It was a very laudable thing to 
purchase the Dillon estate and put an 
end, no doubt, to a good deal of the 
discontent and the terrible condition of 
affairs which existed on that estate ; 
but that is no reason why steps should 
not be taken to purchase the estates of 
Lord Sligo, where the conditions of 
slavery exist as much as on the Dillon 
estate, and where there are thousands 
of unfortunate people who would wel- 
come any means of emancipation from 
the lash of tyrannical landlordism. 

I will not, on this the first occasion 
[ have had the honour of addressing 
the House, trouble it with many more 
observations; but the right hon. Gentle- 
man who thought. he was doing the right 
thing in moving the rejection of the Bill 
objected to popular representation on the 
Congested Districts Board. That right 
hon. Gentleman supported Local Govern- 
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ment in Ireland, which was carried on 
by popularly elected boards, and I think 
he is thoroughly inconsistent in opposing 
the proposal to make the Congested 
Districts Board a partially elected body. 
The right hon. Gentleman argued that 
because there was no direct taxation for 
the money dispensed by the Congested 
Districts Board, there was no justifica- 
tion for making it an elective body. 
But the people paid indirect as well as 
direct taxes, and there was more reason 
to have popular representatives on a 
Board which dispensed money obtained 
by indirect taxation than on a Board 
supported by direct taxation. As an 
Irishman holding, no doubt, very ad- 
vanced views on this subject, but voicing 
also the feelings of my constitutents, 
I would say to the Chief Secretary that 
in his hands lies the remedy for the 
evils that exist in the congested area 
in the west of Ireland. When the right 
hon. Gentleman was appointed Chief 
Secretary there were many people in 
Ireland who believed that that appoint- 
ment was directed by the hand of fate, 
and that the right hon. Gentleman 
would be able to carry out, by constitu- 
tional methods, the ambitions that were 
centred in his noble and never-to-be-for- 
gotten and illustrious ancestor who laid 
down his lite for Ireland. I would 
appeal to the right hon. Gentleman to 
forget for the moment that he is an 
Englishman, and to look back 100 years 
to the connection between that en- 
lightened ancestor of his and the poor 
people ot Ireland. Whether it be to mv 
credit or otherwise, I contess I was one 
of those who believed his appointment 
would lead to good results, and therefore 
[ listened with pain and disappointment 
to him when in answer to the hon. 
Member for ‘Tyrone he used the word 
‘* Never ” in relation to the redress of our 
grievances. 

If the Government may not find it 
convenient to adopt this Bill, let them 
bring in one of their own. I am not 
desirous of giving hon. Members around 
me all the honour and glory of carrying 
the Bill. I beseech hon. Gentlemen on 
the other side of the House, the old men, 
not to look upon this as a revolutionary 
or political measure, but one only in- 
tended to do justice to the people of 
Ireland. There are men on those benches 
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opposite who will never sit in another 
Parliament. It requires no prophetic 
instinct to ascertain that fact. I would 
appeal to those who no doubt have 
served their country faithfully and well 
to think for a moment that this is the 
last Parliament they will ever adorn, 
and that there can be no prouder boast 
which they can make to their children’s 
ehildren than that, towards the close 
of their long life, they had assisted in 
making of Ireland, not an enemy but 
a real friend, by extending to her just 
laws, which removed the grievances of 
the Irish people and made Ireland 
governed as is England. I appeal to 
another class, the new men, the voung 
men who have got into Parliament for 
the first time in the seramble of the 
last General Election. They too may 
be full of ambitions, they may desire to 
improve the condition of England, as we 
desire to improve the condition of Ireland. 
| appreciate a man who, from patriotic 
motives, fights strenuously for his 
country, whether he be an Englishman 
or Trishman. | appeal to those young 
men, filled with noble ambitions and a 
desire to perform good work, to do 
justice to Treland, and I trust that these 
appeals will have effect on all quarters 
of the House. I thank hon. Members 
for their kind indulgence. and would 
conclude by saving that it is my firm 
belief that hon. Members who are de- 
sirous of serving England as well as 


Ireland should support this Bill. 


Mr. RENTOUL (Down. E.) said that 
four vears ago he put his name to the 
back of a similar Bill. Before doing so 
he had gone as thoroughly into the sub- 
ject as it was possible for him to do, 
and aiter looking at all points ol view 
he had no hesitation in backing the Bill. 
Since then he had 
change his opinion, and so proposed to 
support the measure before the House. 
There had been no fault to find with the 
the Congested Districts 


seen no reason to 


work done by 


Board, which had done its work well 
and conscientiously: and the Bill was 
brought in to extend the usefulness 


and inerease the power of a Board which 
was admitted to be 
could see no objections to the principle 
of a Bill which had that object in view. 
The Bill contemplated widening the 
Mr. John O Donnell. ; 


a good one. He 
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powers of the Board in four particulars : 
first, it desired to extend the area over 


which the Board exerted its power; 
secondly, to remove the [restrictions 
in the exercise of powers at present 
vested in the Board: thirdly, it 


proposed to give a partially —repre- 
sentative character to the Board: 


and, fourthly, to give it compulsory 
powers which seemed to be hece ssar'y in 
various parts of the country, in order that 
the Board might work with satisfaction. 
No one seemed to have taken objection 
to the two first clauses of the Bill except 
in the case of extension, where certain 
counties had scheduled. that the 
Congested Districts Act could not be 
applied to the whole of the 
That was true in the case of county 
Donegal, because what is known as the 
Parliamentary district of East Donegal 
was one of the best districts of Ulster: 
but other districts of Donegal 
admittedly among the poorest and worst 
of the congested districts ot Ireland. 
Was it a reason, because a small seetion 


been 


county, 


were 


ot county Donegal Was prosperous from 
all points of view, why all the rest of 
the county should be excluded from 
the operation of the Act / In his opinion, 
some change should he made in the 
schedule. so that certain parts of a 
county might be excluded. If it were 
not excluded could it be conceived that 
the representative on the Board trom 
Donegal would apply for the operation 
of the Act to East Donegal r Would he 
not, as the representative of the whole 
county, see that the money applied to 
Donegal was applied to those portions 


of the county where it) was needed ! 
If that argument were applied in 


its entirety, there was no county which 
could not he excluded from the 
operation of the Act. for there was no 
county in Ireland in which there wer 
not parts outside the definition of the 
words ** congested districts.” The Board 
having been beneficial in its work, he 
could see no reason for not extending 
its operations, 


The third clause, which dealt with 
the partially elective power of — the 
Board. he liked best of all. It > was 


not intended hy the Bill to constitute 
an elective body entirely, but only a 
partially elective body, the other half 
being nominated by the Lord Lieutenant. 
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It had been argued that if there was 
an, elective representation each repre- 
sentative would endeavour to secure all 
the money for his own county ; but even 
if he did he would be only one, and the 
other representatives would not allow it. 
Objection had been taken that the people 
elected to this Board might have no 
knowledge of the districts for which 
they were elected. That was a position 
he could not follow, because such gentle- 
men, as, for instance, the chairman of the 
County Council of Donegal, knew every 
inch of the county from end to end. It 
would be from the county councils and 
other bodies that the representatives 
would be drawn, and he believed that, 
generally speaking, there was not a man 
on a county council of Ireland who was 
not familiar with the county which he 
represented. He thought the elective 
proposal in the Bill would work extremely 
well. 

With regard to the fourth clause, 
which proposed to confer compulsory 
powers on the Board, he could see no 
possible objection to it. He thought, if 
this Bill were carried. it would be a 
very useful step, because compulsory 
powers could not be used all at once. 
£125,000,000 eould not be spent ata 
greater rate than £25,000,000 a year ; 
and it would only mean that the work 
would be carried out on a wider and 
broader scale than it was at present. 
The Bill was brought forward by the 
lrish representatives and not by the 
Government. The evils which it sought 
to deal with had not occurred in a 
moment. The Bill was not a sudden idea, 
but something that had been brought 
forward several times in the last five 
years. 

He thought the Bill was reasonable 
in every point of view, and though hon. 
Members had endeavoured to point out 
what they considered the fatal defects of 
the Bill, he might say it was always 
easy to show other people how much 
more clever we were than they in drafting 
a Bill. He saw no serious defect in the 
Bill at all, and any defect that might be 
pointed out at this stage of the Second 
Reading could be put right in the Com- 
mittee stage. It had been stated that the 
money would be betterapplied if therewas ; 
no leeal influence brought to bear on the 
Board. The Bill now under considera- | 
[FourtH SERIEs.] 
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tion guarded against the Board being 
subject to local influence. It was said 
that it would abolish the limits placed on 
the Land Commission in connection 
with the making of advances to the poor, 
and that the whole of the money under 
the control of the Commission might be 
handed over to the Congested Districts 
Board and applied to those eight counties 
to the exclusion of all the other counties, 
There was no body in the world that 
might not do insane and idiotic things, 
and so it might be that all the money at 
the disposal of the Land Commission 
might be given to a single county, but 
they knew that men were likely to act as 
sensible men in regard to a matter of 
this kind. It did not seem to him that 
there was the slightest danger in that 
particular direction. 

He should be very glad if the Chief 
Secretary could see his way to accept this 
Bill, subject to such changes and improve- 
ments as might be made in Committee. 
He could see no reason whatever why the 
Chief Secretary should not agree to give 
the Bill a Second Reading. A great 
number of Gentlemen who would vote 
had not been in the House to hear the 
arguments. ‘That, of course, applied to 
every Bill that came before the House, 
and he did not wish to make a point of it. 
The bulk of the Members would be 
naturally and readily guided by the 
advice that came from the Government 
benches. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): I think 
1 need not intervene for more than three 
or four minutes in the debate, because | 
know that a great number of friends 
below the gangway are anxious to express 
the views of their constituents on this 
important Bill. The reason I rise at all 
is that I stand somewhat in the position 
of an independent Irish Member in this 
House. [ am on the one hand beyond 
the reach of the whip and the leader of 
the party below the gangway, and I am 
beyond the crack of the whip of the 
Treasury Bench. In that independent 
position I wish to state why I mean to 
vote for the Second Reading of this Bill, 
and I join most heartily with the hon. 
and learned Member who has just sat 


down in his appeal to the Chief Secretary 


for Ireland and to the Attorney General 


‘to see their way, if possible, to give a 


Second Reading to the measure. 
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I have listened with the greatest atten- 
tion to the able speech of the hon. Mem- 
bers for West and South Mayo. The 
Member for South Mayo, I think, gave 
most accurate information to the House, 
based on careful statistical research, 
and the result of that must impress 
every fair-minded man who heard his 
speech that something must be done 
to relieve the miserable condition of a 
great proportion of the inhabitants of 
treland—the miserable condition of the 
tenants who occupy farms valued at 
{4 or under. It is in the interest of the 
whole of the United Kingdom, it is in 
the interest of the Empire, that every 
measure should be adopted which will 
prevent the disgrace the condition of 
lreland, in respect of a great proportion 
of its inhabitants, reflects upon this 
great country. This Bill I regard as a 
small instalment in that direction, and 
for that reason I support it. The prin- 
ciples involved in the Bill when put briefly 
are three. The first principle is that 
we should extend if possible the powers 
of the existing Congested Districts Board. 
We are not pledged to the particular 
details of the Bill as printed in that 
respect. It has been criticised not un- 
fairly by, | think, the right hon. Member 
for South Antrim in that regard, but the 
principle is to extend the powers of the 
present Congested Districts Board, and 
to extend the area of its operations, and 
it is not at all necessary to adhere ser- 
vilely to the particular schedule attached 
to the Bill, and to hold that the whole 
of the different counties mentioned in 
the schedule should be under the opera- 
tion of the Board. I have experience 
of the counties of Kerry and Leitrim, 
and I know the poverty and destitution 
existing there. The greater portion of 
those counties would, no doubt. properly 
come within the sphere of the Congested 
Districts Board. That | 
matter of detail, and it will be no excuse 
to hon. Members opposite, who hold 
another view, for refusing to support 
this reasonable demand on the part of 
what | may say is certainly three-fourths 
of the Irish people. to give them this 
concession. The objection to that prin- 
ciple does not rest on any solid ground, 
because it is a matter that can be set 
right at onee in Committee. 

The next principle is to empower the 
Congested Districts Board toexerciseeom- 


Mr, Hemphill. 


Congested Districts 


regard as a 
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pulsory purchase. | am not going into the 
great principle involved in compulsory 
purchase. It would not be in order to 
do so now, but it is one of the questions 
that must be dealt with, and dealt with 
speedily, either in this session or an early 
session. I am now confining myself to 
the application of that principle to the 
Congested Districts Board. It has been 
argued by my hon. and learned friend 
the Member for North Antrim that it 
would be absurd to apply this system 
of compulsory purchase to the Congested 
Districts Board, because, although he 
is in favour, as I understood his argu- 
ment, of compulsory purchase for the 
purpose of getting rid of dual ownership, 
he odjects to compulsory purchase it 
exercised by a board which admittedly 
has the confidence of the country like 
the Congested Districts Surely 
the principle of compulsory purchase, 
which applies to the acquisition of pro- 
perty by publie bodies like municipalities, 
or companies like railway companies, 
may very well be applied and exercised 
by a board like the Congested Districts 
Board, and if the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite wishes to apply some machinery 
whereby the amount of the purchase 
money would be ascertained by the 
verdict of a jury, | am very sure that 
Gentlemen on this side of the House 
would not ultimately object to that 
arrangement. But | am not assuming 
that now, because it is sufficient for me 
to say that the principle of compulsory 
purehase is a sound one, and that it 
ought to be applied. Passages have 
been read from thie Reports of the 
Congested Districts Board by some ot 
my friends below the gangway, and 
these passages show that the Board 
itself is in favour of having this power. 
and that it has admitted that the 
absence of this power has prevented the 
full benefit of the Act being taken advan 
tage of. Why then will English and 
Scotch Members who are impartial and 
fair-minded hesitate to give a Second 
Reading to the Bill. in order to have it 
fully discussed and debated in Committee 
and hedged round by any sensible condi- 
tions they may consider necessary ! 

The third principle is that there ought 
to be added to the present Congested 
Districts Board the representative ele- 
ment. Tam all in favour of that princi 
ple. There is no doubt that it is an 


Joard. 
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excellent Board. There are members on it 
in whom the Irish people as a race have 
the utmost confidence. I might mention 
the Right Rev. Dr. O'Donnell, who 
commands, perhaps, more than any other 
individual the confidence of the entire 
Irish race. I might mention another 
gentleman whose acquaintance I have the 
honour of possessing, a well-known phil- 
anthropist in Dublin, and a man of great 
commercial position—I mean Charles 
Kennedy. There is also Mr. Wrench. 
But I would like to add the representative 
element for another reason. My idea 
is that one of the evils we have to struggle 
with in Ireland, and one of the causes 
of the grievances of Ireland being per- 
petually brought up and paraded, and 
necessarily paraded, before this House of 
Commons, is the existence of so many 
purely nominated boards — gentlemen 
nominated by the Ministry of the time, 
irresponsible to the taxpayers, and out 
of sympathy with the wishes and 
ispirations of the people. 

[ willillustrate what I say. At present 
friction exists between the Local Govern- 
ment Board and the County Councils, 
but if there was a representative Local 
Government Board the Act by which 
the county councils were created would 
work more favourably for the country. 
It might be that instead of every county 
council having the nomination of one 
member of the Board, what may be called 
an association of county councils should 
have the power of selecting some six or 
ten to represent the county councils 
venerally on the Board. I merely throw 
out that as a possible means of getting 
rid of the objection. If you had thirty- 
two or thirty-three additional members 
the Board would become too cumbrous 
and difficult to work. IL came to the 
Mouse prepared to support the Bill, and 
| have been relieved from the necessity 
of troubling the House with statistics by 
the statistieal ability of the Member for 
South Mayo. If I had had any doubt 
about supporting the Bill, that would 
have been removed by the touching and 
eloquent appeal of another Member from 


Mayo, on whose appearance I congratu- | 


late the present Parliament. I say, after 


for a great number of years, and having 
heard many speakers, 
heard a speech of truer eloquence and 
with a higher ring than that*of the hon. 
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Member. It was free from all affectation, 
and spoken from the heart, and showed 
on behalf of the Irish people the wrongs 
of that much-wronged race. 

*Mr. LECKY (Dublin University) said 
he earnestly hoped that the Government 
would not allow the Congested Districts 
Board to be dragged into the vortex of 
politics. It was absolutely certain that 
that would be the result if the repre- 
sentative principle were largely intro- 
duced into it. He ventured to say 
that the Congested Districts Board, as 
at present constituted, was one of the 
most efficient bodies ever set up to 
alleviate the condition of that class of 
the Irish people who were most seriously 
suffering. Nothing that was done 
for Ireland in the course of the last 
Parliament was so beneficial as the 
measure which considerably increased 
the revenue of that Board, and, in several 
respects, its functions. He knew it was 
the custom for hon. Members there and 
elsewhere to depreciate and decry Castle 
Boards, but those Boards consisted of men 
of great ability, who dealt with Irish 
affairs in a highly impartial spirit, 
whose single aim was to improve the 
condition of the people of the country, 
and he was sure that they were far 
more truly representative of the best 
elements of lrish life than any elective 
hody they were likely to have. It 
would be a great misfortune if they 
were to introduce the methods and prin- 
ciples of the United Irish League into the 
administration of the Congested Districts 
Board. He believed that the House of 
Commons, whatever else it was, was a 
very good judge of character, and would 
be able to decide whether the kind of 
Members who came over to represent 
the United Irish League were the class 
of men from whom an impartial admini- 
stration of public money and publie 
powers was reasonably to be expected. 
*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
I have listened to the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman who represents Dublin 
University, and the answer [| should be 
inclined to give to it is that the best way 
to cure that which he, and everyone else, 


an experience in and out of Parliament | deplores is to give a limited representation 


on the Congested Districts Board to the 
county councils. It is not by keeping 
them outside that this mischief is to be 
undone,’ but by making them responsible 
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and leaving the responsibility upon them. 
I was in Parliament in 1891 when the 
Land Purchase Act was passed. It in- 
cluded the provision for the Congested 
Districts Board. I have never wavered 
in my opinion that it was one of the best 
measures this House ever passed. It 
has done inealeulable good to Ireland, 
and if anybody who knows Ireland 
doubts it, | ask him to compare the 
county of Donegal in 1880 with the 
county of Donegal to-day. The change 
is in every sense remarkable, especially 
in the matter of cottage industry. I am 
not so sure about the other districts, but 
I am quite certain that Donegal has been 
materially changed by the policy of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Kirst Lord of 
the Treasury. There is no reason why 
we should stop there. Is not that a 
reason for going forward ! I say that the 
fact that the policy has sueceeded is an 
additional reason why this House should 
go forward and should not stand still. 

Let me put the three main provisions 
of the Bill again. The Bill proposes in 
the tirst place to extend the area under 
the Congested Districts Board. Of course 
hon. Members are aware that these areas 
are on the western They are 
scheduled, and the Act only applies to 
those areas. This Bill proposes to lump 
a certain number of counties and to 
include those counties in the schedule. 
I do not say that is right altogether. We 
have never proceeded in this matter by 
counties before. | do not see why we 
should proceed by counties now. but 
nobody will deny that there are districts 
outside the schedule that properly ought 
to be included, and, whilst | am not pre- 
pared to say that we ought to add the 
counties enumerated in this schedule, I am 
prepared to saythat thereare partsof some 
counties which ought to be scheduled. 
That is a matter for consideration by the 
Committee of this House, and not for the 
debate on the Second Reading of the 
Bill. Who that knows Donegal would 
say that the barony of Raphoe ought to be 
scheduled as a congested district, and 
should receive the advantages designed 
specially for the very poor! But that is 
not a reason for voting against the Bill. It 
is a reason for examining the Bill in Com- 
mittee, and critically looking at the facts 
of each district, excluding those which 
ought to be excluded and including those 
which ought to be included. 


Nir. T. IT. Ruszeil. 


coast. 
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Let me next take the question of repre- 
sentation. This Bill proposes that a 
certain number of county councillors 
should be added to the board. I think 
the representation sought is too large. 
Let the House bear in mind that when 
the provisions were passed establishing 
the Congested Districts Board the county 
councils were not in existence. Does 
anybody doubt that in this democratic 
House of Commons, when the right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury was looking about for a body to 
earry the Act into operation, if the 
county councils had been in existence that 
they would not have had their share oi 
representation ! | say nobody can doubt 
it. This House is not going to set up 
county councils and declare afterwards 
that they are not entitled to take part 
in work appertaining to their own 
counties. [Colonel SAUNDERSON laughed. | 
My right hon. and gallant friend seems 
to be amused. 


COLONEL SAUNDERSON 
N.): Yes, very much. 


*Mr. T. W RUSSELL: My right hon. 
friend furnishes a good deal of amuse 
ment for the House, but I have neve1 
found that we have profited very 
much by his constructive ability. The 
hilarity and gaiety of Parliament has 
gained a great deal from my right hon. 
friend’s presence, but never, so far as | 
remember, has he left the slightest im 
pression on an Act of Parliament. 
1 am not prepared to go the length of 
saying that there ought to be ten county 
councillors added to this nominated 
board, but I say that, if you are going 
to set up a nominated board, the pro- 
posal to add some elected members is 
not an outrageous proposal. Let us take 
another point. Why should they be 
added? The Congested Districts Board has 
often to callin assistance to get over deli 
cate and difficult matters. It may be the 
enlargement of holdings. Everybody 
knows how difficult an operation that 
is in Ireland, and we all know that that 
prelate whose name has been mentioned 
here to-day has been brought to use his 
influence over and over again, and pro 
perly, to carry on this beneficent work. 
Those county councils at all events have 
the confidence of the people. They are 
elected by them, they know the districts. 
and they would be precisely the men to 
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whom the tenants in difficult operations, ger,and misery. This is within twenty- 
where they think themselves aggrieved, four hours journey of this House and 
would go for help in the bridging over the richest country in the world. All 
of those difficulties and making things this has been going on for years and 
pleasant where they often are not. years, and this House never dreamt of 
Now let me take the third part with it, and the Government of the country 
reference to compulsory sale. I heard never took the slightest notice of it, and 
the speech of an Ulster Member to-day. until my right hon. friend the First Lord 
It is all very well to announce your of the Treasury initiated his policy 
adhesion to compulsory sale in the ab- nothing was done to ameliorate the 
stract, but when a Bill is introduced condition of these poor people. What 
proposing to do it, you see the difference do you see when you drive through these 
between the advocates of compulsory lands? You see rich fertile plains with 
sale. Lask the House to take cognisance thousands of sheep upon them. Then 
of what kind of district this western dis- what do you come upon? You come 
trict is. I heard the right hon. Gentle- upon rocky barren land. There you 
man the Member for South Antrim find hideous hovels which the people have 
state to-day that there were districts in built between the boulders. You find 
Antrim and Tyrone quite as poverty- these poor people trying to cultivate 
stricken as any of those districts. I the land around these boulders, and to 
think the right hon. Gentleman is wrong. scratch out a miserable existence. 
But what is the difference ? All around Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): And you ex- 
these poor districts in Antrim and Tyrone : ee : 
labour abounds. There are rich and Peet Us to be loyal. 
well-to-do people near at hand, and the *Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: What I wish 
people can get employment. Belfast is to point out is that the people were once 
within a journey of an hour or two. on these fertile plains. Before the famine 
Can that be said of these western districts? they were there. I admit that they were 
There is no commerce save the public- there in numbers the land could not 
house. I say it is not fair to hold upthese support, and I have never doubted what 
poor districts of Antrim and Tyrone in ought to be done. They have been 
comparison with the western districts. driven off these fertile plains, and sheep 
They are notin the same position. These have been placed upon them. What is 
people in the west are shut up in their the remedy for that? It is years since 
desolation, and there is no relief from I spoke to my own constituents on the 
year’s end to year’s end. What do you subject. I said that I preferred men to 
see when you go there? I have been sheep. I said that the Irish people have 
through the congested districts twenty the right to live on their own land. They 
years ago when the English Government have the right to get back possession 
took no heed of them, because it was only of the land from which their ancestors 
when my right hon. friend the First were driven. They are willing to pay 
Lord of the Treasury was Chief Secretary for it. They are willing to pay mon 
that the practice was initiated of going even than the value of the land. I know 
to see these districts. Before that these that there are difficulties connected with 
poor people were allowed to perish in it. I know that the grass land is not 
their misery, and this House governed always contiguous to those wretched 
them without an idea of what their con- holdings now, but I say you can never 
dition was. I have been there over, make the West of Ireland a tolerable 
and over again. I have not travelled’ place for the people to live in until you 
along the main roads. I have gone make up your mind that the people of 
nto the hovels of the poor. I have the country have a prior right to the 
been on Lord Dillon’s estate, and I have sheep of the capitalists, until you make 
been on the De Freyne estate. They are up your mind that these lands must be 
a disgrace to any country. The people cleared and cut up and peopled again. 
are often living there in habitations You can never do that without compul- 
you would not kennel your dogs in. It sion. Where these people are in a posi- 
is one of the most disgraceful thingsto be tion that is appalling there never was a 
seen in civilised Europe. It is indescrib- better case for the application of com- 
able—the poverty, desolation, filth, hun- pulsion. Where are we to-day? We 
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have a Bill before us and I have already 
said that I do not concur in all its details, 
but I am willing to examine them in 
Committee. What is the Government 
going to do? I have not the slightest 
idea. It strikes me from a speech made 
by my right hon. friend on his return 
from the west at a banquet in Dublin, 
that he felt the desolation and misery 
and poverty of these people. What 
struck me on reading the speech was that 
this region has affected the right hon. 
Gentleman. If the Government have a 
proposal of their own, which is possible— 
although from the look of things I do not 
expect much legislation of any kind— 
the House on both sides will welcome 
it. My hon. friends aronnd me can 
have no satisfaction in the existence 
of such areas as I have deseribed. 
They feel it as much as hon. Mem- 
bers opposite deep down in their 
hearts, and would be quite willing to 
support the Government in any reason- 
able method of dealing with it. If they 
are going to deal with it themselves the 
least they could do would be to accept 
formally the Second Reading of this Bill, 
understanding of course that, pending 
the introduction of their own measure, 
this Bill would not go on. It would be 
an assurance that this question was not 
going to be hung up. I feel for these 
people as I feel for no other people in the 
country. It is a scandal to England 
that this state of things should be allowed 
to exist. I have spoken strongly and 
I feel strongly, and however long | may 
be in this House I shall never cease t 
plead for the poor and those who have 
no helper. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I strongly hope that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
will pay attention to the very earnest 
and most sensible appeal made to him 
by the hon. Member for South Tyrone. 
I believe I am speaking in accord with 
the views of my hon. friends when I say 
that the proposal which the hon. Gentle- 
man has just made is one which we on 
these benches accept—namely, that if the 
Government would allow this Bill to pass 
the Second Reading and thereby pledge 


Congested Listricts 


themselves to its principle and its prin- | 


ciple only, and if they would accompany 
that by the statement that they are 
determined and ready to deal w ith this , 

! 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 
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question, we should make no attempt 
to proceed with this Bill until we hear 
what they propose to do. I hope that 
this day may be regarded as a great day 
for Ireland. The debate up to a certain 
part has gone upon lines which afford 
to the world a spectacle not often pre- 
sented—that of a practically united Ire- 
land. Indeed, as to the evil with which 
this Bill proposes to deal we are a united 
Ireland. ee ee of the 
right hon. and gallant Member for North 
Armagh is to be interpreted, I believe, 
not as denying the evil, but as against 
one of the many remedies the Bill 
proposes to apply: and the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Dublin 
University, while vigorously and_ elo 
quently assailing one of the proposals of 
the Bill, joined in the statement that 
a deplorable and lamentable state of 
affairs did exist in certain parts ot 
Ireland. 

Now let us see how far we differ. The 
last speaker has differed largely as to 
two principles of the Bill, and he has dealt 
less copiously with another, but still a 
most important. principle of the measure. 
Upon that point, the extension ot the 
meaning of “ congested district.” | 
earnestly look to the Chief Secretary for 
his full support. There are certain exist- 
ing definitions which practically make the 
congested districts a very small portion 
not merely of all Ireland, but of the 
poverty stricken parts. I have only to 
refer in confirmation of my statement to 
a recent utterance of the Chief Secretary, 
that in his opinion, beyond, outside, and 
entirely unconnected with the congested 
districts, there is a large mass of small, 
squalid, poverty-stricken patches in Ire- 
land. That being so you must apply 
the definition and the remedy of con- 
gested districts to a larger area than is 


covered by the existing definition. How 
does this work out in practice? In a 


congested district the population must 
have a valuation of under 30s., and the 
unit of the congested district is the 
electoral district. The result of the 
definition is that you have an electoral 
district where the population as a whole 
is not under the 30s. valuation, but 
where there is a considerable portion 
quite as poor as or even poorer than the 
people in the so-called congested district, 
and yet in consequence of this narrow de- 
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finition the Chief Secretary is practically 
precluded under the existing law from 
giving relief even to the poorer portion, 
because the whole district does not 
come under the definition. Further- 
more. you have side by side with an 
electoral district which is a congested 
district another district in which a por- 
tion ot the people are as poor as 
those in the congested district, but in 
which a considerable portion of the dis- 
trict is not poor, in the sense that it has 
rich grazing lands. But under the ex- 
isting law the Chief Secretary is pre- 
vented from applying to this other elec- 
toral district the remedy which ought 
to lie to his hand. ‘There is this ex- 
traordinary and almost incredible state 
of affairs—on one side of the road the 
squalor of an over-populated patch, and 
on the other the unpopulated rich 
grazing district, but you must not 
transfer the people from the one side otf 
the road to the other. This evil is 
brought out very clearly in a district in 
Donegal. The total valuation is £5,154 : 
of that valuation £1,275 are inthe hands 
ot landlords and in the non-resident 
land ; £500 are in grass farms, and £48 
are in bogs and woods ; while the tenants 
proportion is £3,330, including the build- 
ings. Here you have side by side not 
merely in the same county or parish, 
but on the same estate, the untenanted 
and unoccupied land of the landlord and 
the over-populated Jand of the small 
tenant. Yet, will it be believed, that 
under the existing law the Chief See- 
retary has no means or power of dealing 
with such a case as that? It is outside 
the congested district, and therefore they 
cannot do what any rational man would 
do. namely, take possession by purchase 
and compensation of the grass lands and 
transfer the people not to along distance, 
but merely from one portion to another 
of the same estate. ‘lo show how over- 
crowded this small estate is I may say 
there are 2,583 people thereon. Another 
case is the Bagot estate in county 
Roscommon. 


Congested Districts 


and grass lands on the other. 


and that is a wrong one. He can 
purchase the estate. and distribute it to 


people brought from another district, | 
but not to the people of the same estate. | 


That conclusively proves that so far as 
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There again there is over- | 
population on one portion of the estate | 
The Chief | 
Secretary can adopt only one method, | 
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the definition is concerned, the law is 
certainly defective. 

With regard to the question of com- 
pulsory purchase the House is in a very 
remarkable position. Practically every 
Irish Member, with the exception of the 
right hon. Member for North Armagh 
and the representatives from Belfast, are 
pledged to the principle of compulsory 
purchase. The hon. Member for South 
Tyrone has had some animated contro- 
versy with hon. Gentlemen opposite as 
to the manner in which they have 
carried out their pledge. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: No, I have 
not. I have had no controversy what- 
ever with the hon. Gentlemen. | took 
their election pledges for what they were 
worth. and it was in the whole of them. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I should 
have called that perhaps consensus of 
opinion rather than criticism of views. 
Sut, whatever the definition is, the fact 
remains that for the most part hon. 
Gentlemen opposite from Ireland are 
pledged to the principle of compulsory 
purchase. In all seriousness, I ask, how 
can it possibly be consistent to be in 
favour of compulsory purchase as to the 
whole of Ireland, and against it as to 
the particular cases to which I am re- 
ferring ! | can understand an Ulster 
Member saying, “I will not vote for 
compulsory purchase it by so doing | 
am voting on a motion of want of con- 
fidence in the Government which | 
support.” But that is not the question 
here. This is a private Bill, and every 
Member of the House can vote in favour 
of the measure and at the same time 
have all or no confidence in the Govern- 
ment. Therefore, | am utterly unable 
to understand how a Member can be 
in favour of compulsory purchase as a 
general principle in Ireland, and yet 
against it as applied to congested districts. 
If there was ever a case in which the 
principle was unassailable it is in 

ithe case of congested districts. The 
need is greater there than anywhere. 
Nobody will deny that. 

With regard to most of the Bill, we 
have the universal assent of the 
| Members from Ireland. The hon. and 
learned Member for East Down is 
going to vote for the Second Reading, 
and so also is the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone, reserving full liberty 
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of action as to the details of the measure 
in Committee. Whatever may be said 
the one way or the other, every Member 
who votes for the Second Reading 
retains full liberty with regard to criti- 
cism of details in Committee. 

Now I come to the point of represen- 
tation, and I am sorry the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Dublin Uni- 
versity adopted the tone hethought proper 
to do. In consequence of one of the clauses 
of the Bill he adopted an attitude of 
almost ferocious hostility to the measure 
as a whole, and he justified his action 
on the ground that in regard to a par- 
ticular school in County Kerry an alleged 
injustice was done by the county council 
under the influence of the United Irish 
League. I do not 
quainted with all the particulars of the 
case, but I can assure the right hon. 
Gentleman that there is another side to 
the question, and my hon. friends here 
are strongly of opinion that if that side 
were presented to the House it would 
be seen that there was no cause for com- 
plaint. But even admitting the griev- 
ance, would that seriously affect the 
question we are discussing? A mere 
bit of village gossip of that kind is un 
worthy of being regarded in connection 
with such a subject. The county coun- 
cils are in existence ; they were brought 
into being by a Conservative and Unionist 
Government ; that Government must 
have thought the country was ready 
and fit for such institutions. Surely 
then we must take them with their 
general features and their errors, if 
there be errors. But not only are these 
bodies in existence, representation on 
public bodies by the county councils is 
also in existence. The predecessor of 
the present Chief Secretary established 
public boards dealing with matters in 
some respects as important as those 
which come under the survey of the 
Congested Districts Board, and on those 
boards he allowed, without any dissent 
from hon. Gentlemen opposite, a certain 
element of popular and county council 
representation in addition to the official 
element. I would make the same appeal 
to the Chief Secretary as was made by 
the hon. Member for South Tyrone. 
There is nothing the right hon. Gentle- 
man could do for Ireland or which he 
regarded for the good of Ireland that 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


profess to be ae- 
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he would not do with a light, joyous, 
and glad heart. I do not believe we ever 
had a man in his position in Ireland 
with better intentions and a more gene- 
rous sympathy. I do not deny that 
he has the limitations of his position. 
He is no more the master of his political 
circumstances or party than other 
Ministers have been or will be. But 
we are now on non-party ground. We 
are dealing with a question which to 
a large extent is outside the region of 
the fierce conflicting passions of race, 
creed, and class. On such a question 
the right hon. Gentleman ought to be 
perfectly at home and perfectly free. 
I hope by his attitude to-day he will 
give an earnest to the people of Ireland 
of his intentions when he gets on the 
free ground of social reform in Ireland, 
where party considerations no longer 
bind his lips or chain his limbs, and that 
he will accept the principle of the Bill 
here put forward. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
hon. Member concluded his speech with 
a personal appeal to myself, and he re- 
ferred to similar appeals which have 
been made in the course of this debate. 
He was good enough to credit me with 
sympathy towards Ireland. Yes; and 
I hold that such sympathy should go 
without saying ; and for my part, I do 
not care to adopt perforce an attitude 
of sympathetic inactivity. When I can- 
not act I must ask the House to take 
my sympathy for granted, even when 
inactivity is enforced. And may I 
without offence, remind hon. Members 
from Jreland that, although to-day we 
have had a most interesting and instruc- 
tive debate upon Ireland, opportunities 
for such debates are limited and _post- 
poned if the time of the House is largely 
taken up with perhaps undue discussion 
of other affairs. [Oh,oh.] Wherever 
the fault may lie, so long as there is no 
opportunity for administrative or legis- 
lative activity upon my part, I prefer to 
wait until such opportunity falls to my 
lot. What Ireland needs, in my opinion, 
is not so much sympathy as the applica- 
tion of a businesslike spirit to real 
material needs on the part of those 
who by a turn of fortune are charged 
with the administration of affairs. 
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The hon. Member argued most forcibly 
for a change in the definition of a con- 
gested districts county. He reminded 
the House that I had stated that else- 
where and outside the congested dis- 
tricts there are many poor squalid 
holdings which are not good starting 
places for any honourable or useful 
But I must 


career. That is quite true. 
make this observation. That definition 
of a congested districts county was 


framed, rightly or wrongly, ten years 
ago, upon the proportion of such holdings 
in any one county to the whole county. 
Where in one county 20 per cent. of 
the population are so congested, that 
portion of Ireland is to be separately 
treated, and although I am not con- 
cerned to say that the last word was said 
in 1891, still I do think the House will 
appreciate the principle underlying that 
definition, namely, that where the bad 
parts of Ireland—the residuum estates 
as they are sometimes called—were only 
a comparatively small part of a‘ great 
area, that area should carry that incum- 
brance and not come for public money 
or to this House for exceptional legisla- 
tion. Does not the hon. Member see 
that the very argument to which he 
alludes illustrates the great complexity 
of the problem? The authors of this 
Bill are mainly bent on helping these 
congested districts by extending pur- 
chase. They are thinking of that more 
than of helping the congested districts 
by using the funds of the Board for 


encouraging industry, for relief works, | 


or other philanthropic efforts. Does not 
the hon. Member see that the Bill and 
his argument lead us up to this difficulty, 
that the authors of the Bill are asking 
us to schedule wide areas in order to 
conduct land purchase for the advantage 
of using rich land for the benefit of poor 
land? If you pursue that attitude, what 
then becomes of the credit and the funds 
of the Board which are also allocated by 
Parliament in order to relieve the con- 
gested districts which are unable to help 
themselves? I venture to say that, 


although we are invited in all good | 


faith to take up this Bill, it needs a 
great deal of careful consideration. 


What is our present position in Ireland? | 
Our position in Ireland at this present | 


moment is illustrated by this volume 


{13 Marcu 1901} 


(Ireland?) Bill, 1478 
in a handy and compendions form the 
Acts passed in recent years by Parliament 
for the purpose of solving or approaching 
the solution of the Irish land question. 
Those Acts number forty-one, thirty- 
seven of which have been passed in the 
last twenty years. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: And the ques 
tion is still unsolved. - 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question be- 
fore the House is not whether a forty 
second Act is needed, but whether this 
forty-second Act is precisely the measure 
which is called for by the circumstances 
of the case: frankly, | do not think it is. 
I believe that if we passed this Bill on a 
Wednesday afternoon we should be only 
erecting another tombstone over another 
good intention. I admit that the inten- 
tion of the authors of this Billis a good 
one, although I take grievous exception to 
some of the methods they have adopted 
for giving effect to that intention. | 
think that their intention, viz., to accele- 
rate and to extend purchase in the poorer 
parts of Ireland and to sell to the tenant- 
purchasers holdings upon which they 
can live a decent life is a good one, and | 
do not propose at the outset to deal in 
purely destructive criticism of detail, nor 
indeed, to concentrate the whole of my 
observations upon the attempt to intro- 
duce compulsory principles into our 
ordinary land purchase system in Ireland. 
Either of those courses would be open to 
me, but for the moment I set them on 
one side. I hold as strongly as any one 
who has spoken that this subject is an 
important one. It is important to 
Ireland,and it is important to the Empire. 
Itis bad for Ireland and bad for the 
Empire that so many of His Majesty's 
subjects should live in these districts so 
close to the head and the heart of the 
Empire under material conditions which 
preclude them from developing into 
citizens comparable in vitality and self- 
reliance to the citizens of other countries 
and other empires who are our com- 
petitors in the strenuous rivalry of in- 
dustry and commerce. It is because of 
the importance of the subject that | 
venture to ask the House to bear with 
me if I attempt to illustrate a very dry 
matter, viz.. some of those technicali- 
ties and complexities with which we are 


which I hold in my hand, containing | face to face. 
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You cannot judge of this or any other | posal of the Congested Districts Board. 


Bill tor land purchase in Ireland unless 
you take into account the very elaborate 
system which it is intended to modify 
and amend. The Act of 1891—the 
principal Act as it is sometimes called 
—introduced by my right hon. friend 
the First Lord of the Treasury, set 
up a comprehensive and continuous 
system of voluntary purchase in Lreland, 
based and secured—and I think this is 
sometimes forgotten in this ecountry— 
exclusively upon Irish assets, but (and no 
doubt this was indispensable) confirmed 
by the use of the credit of the United 
Kingdom, and allocated as far as it would 
go to the different counties in Ireland, 
so that they should have equal oppor- 
tunities for purchase. It has heen said 
in the course of this debate that if we 
pass this Bill it would be possible to spend 
the whole of the 33 millions available in 
the congested districts. I do not think 
it would be so, but if it were so that in 
itself would condemn the Bill. How 
could we ask Ulster to stand by while we 
were exhausting what, so far as the law 
now stands, is the extreme limit to which 
it is possible to conduct purchase in Lre- 
land? This system is based on Irish 
assets—upona very intricateand elaborate 
guarantee fund built up with great in- 
genuity by the First Lord of the Treasury. 
I will not trouble the House by reciting 
all the different assets in that fund. but 
they are ranked one behind another to 
the number of ten or twelve. The upshot 
is that a certain amount of money is due 
to Ireland every vear, and since for the 
purpose of purchase we lend money 
through the Land Commission at 4 per 
cent., the total amount available is just 
one-twenty-fifth, no more and no less, of 
the whole of those sums which are due to 
Ireland. Also under the Act of 1891 it 
was laid down that certain parts of Ire- 
land, namely, the congested districts, 
should be cut off and dealt with for all 
purposes as if they were separate counties, 
each with its own share and no more of 
this total available security upon which 
this complicated financial transaction 
rests and must rest. But there was this 
difficulty. In respect of the congested 
districts one and a half millions sterling 


of the Church Temporalities Fund was | 
set aside and ear-marked for their benefit, 


and the interest upon that is at the dis- 
Mr. Wyndham. 


But that amount of money also exists as 
a separate part of the guarantee fund for 
the congested districts. I hope I am not 
wearying the House, but | really do not 
think,we can legislate upon these matters 
unless we appreciate what has been done 
in the past. That was done by the 
Government in 1891 because they felt, as 
the authors of this Bill feel, that the 
need for land purchase in congested 
districts and similar parts of Ireland and 
the difticulties of purchase were greater 
than in other parts. 

Let me illustrate this. I do not profess 
to have the same knowledge of these 
districts as hon. Gentlemen from Lreland, 
but I trv to get all the knowledge I can. 
Take Galway. There is a great estate 
therejupon which the Land Commission 
will not advance a single shilling. There 
is great difficulty there; indeed, pur- 
chase under the ordinary Act cannot pro- 
Take another sample from county 
Kerry. [| have examined six unions 
in Kerry; I found that 462 occupiers 
were holding 10,696 detached plots, and 
that. whilst they held and cultivated that, 
they had access to 103,876 acres in com 
mon. Under the existing Act you can- 


ceed. 


)} not take that into account in making 


your sale. You have to sell to the occupy- 
ing tenants and chance whether the 
owners vou set up will derive any real 
benefit from the vast areas of common 


lands. Ii vou go from Kerry to Mayo 
and Roscommon you — find — the 


problem is even harder, because there 
very often there is no common land. 
There you find that those who might be 
purchasers have not access to the great 


untenanted lands. Those are the two 
great difficulties—bad holdings which 


you ought not to sell to anybody, because 
they are not worth buying, and the un- 
tenanted lands which are not accessible 
under the Land Purchase Acts. That is 
why the First Lord of the Treasury and 
the Unionist Government of 1891 intro- 
duced the Congested Districts Board as 
an outside administrative body with 
funds to its credit and with authority 
based upon the confidence which it com- 
mands from both landlord and tenant. 
Act after Act was passed to give it greater 
authority and power. The hon. Member 
who in the debate made a most eloquent 
_maiden speech criticised the Congested 
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Districts Board because in the earlier 
years of its existence it did not proceed 
very rapidly with the policy of land pur- 
chase. That is quite true; but that again 
warns us how necessary it is to proceed 
with great care in legislation. This 
original Act did not give the Board 
sufficient power to proceed, and it was 
not until this Act had been amended by 
the Acts of 1894 and 1896 and even by 
the Act of 1899 that the Congested 
Districts Board was in a position to pro- 
ceed with land purchase upon the only 
lines which are likely to be successful in 
congested districts, namely, by buying an 
estate from the landlord for a fair price 
voluntarily—I believe that essential—and 
then re-settling it and re-selling it to the 
tenants, also voluntarily, for what they 
think it is worth their while to give. | 
invite the attention of the House to that 
power of the Congested Districts Board 
conterred only recently by those three 
Acts, because it is that power and that 
power alone which enables the Congested 
Districts Board to deal with the two ditt- 
culties of the bad holdings on the one 
hand, and the untenanted lands on the 
other. 

Shall we helpthe Board if we pass this 
Bill?) Not at all. The whole of that 
power which the Board have now is 
limited by the interest of 2% per cent. 
upon the one and a half million of 
Church money which is at their disposal. 
That is the only fund at their disposal 
tor the purpose, and no provision in 
this Bill will increase that fund. There- 
fore the Bill is really quite inoperative, 
as | believe. It will not give the Board 
another shilling for this purpose, and 
the Board is using every shilling at its 
disposal. It is true that under the Act 
of 1899 this interior credit, if [ may so 
eall it, of one and a half million which 
the Board can use for land purchase, is 
also divided in fair shares between the 
different congested district counties. 
There is a provision in the Bill for altering 
that. Yes, but under the Act of 1899 
the Treasury has reserved to itself a 
discretion, by which they ean allow the | 
Board to continue such purchases in | 
any congested district county if any 
reasonable cause can be shown for doing | 
so. Take, for an example, Mayo on the 
map. Mayo on the map, congested and , 


uncongested together, is entitled roughly | 
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to £1,270,000 for purchase. Of that 
about £800,000 is due to congested 
Mayo. Of that, £264,000 represents 
this credit which the Board can use for 
purchasing from the landlords and _re- 
settling and selling again. It is of the 
highest importance that that operation 
should be rapidly done. Yes, but this 
3ill will not help them. Take the Dillon 
estate. The Board bought the Dillon 
estate ; no compulsion is needed; it is 
done. [An Hon. Memper: How will 
you get the Clanriearde estate ?] We 
are not getting on with the Dillon estate, 
because difficulties have arisen, and 
compulsion will not solve those difticul- 
ties. They are difficulties in respect 
of title, and in connection with the 
second inspection by the Land Com- 
mission. I must not dwell upon this 
matter, as it is sub judice, and will be 
decided in a few days, but I feel bound to 
say here, as I should certainly say if | 
could go across and give evidence, that 
I have great confidence in the experience 
and impartiality of the Chief Land 
Inspector of the Congested Ditricts 
Board, Mr. Doran, and that his schemes 
of land settlement are a very good 
guarantee for any money which is 
advanced. 

I feel I owe an apology to the House 
for explaining the position as it is now, 
but before | come to the Bill I should 
like the House to consider how well the 
system has worked so far as it has gone. 
We are indebted to the hon. Member 
who introduced the Bill for the oppor- 
tunity of thinking over a subject upon 
which the Government intend to legis- 
late. [An Hon. MemBer : This session 7] 
That depends upon a great many people 
other than the Government. Consider 
the suecess which has attended voluntary 
purchase, in so far as the security of its 
operations is affected by these Acts. 
Under the Ashbourne Act 25,280 persons 
have purchased land. In May of last 
year only 181 persons were in arrear at 
all: it is not a case of making default. 
That is seven men in every thousand. 
The sums advanced amount to £194,000, 
and the total amount in arrear at all, 
after years of experiment, is £1,152. 
Under the Acts of 1891 and 1894 22,22 
persons purchased land, and the total. 
number of persons in arrear with their 
instalments last May was 44—not one im 
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500 was late. The sum involved under 
those Acts is £136,000, and only £238 
was in arrear, not one halfpenny in the 
pound. I take this opportunity of giving 
those figures, although I do not disguise 
the fact that I am opposed to this Bill. 
This measure will, however, give us the 
opportunity of turning our attention 
back to the question of land purchase, 
and I think those are figures we may 
very well revolve in our minds. 

Turning to the clauses of the Bill. 
Clause 1 would schedule ten whole 
counties as congested district counties 
and would repeal the old definition. | 
do not dismiss that suggestion in its 
entirety. 1 think that after ten years 
experience there is a case for revising an 
artificial and conventional definition 
such as was embodied in the Act of 1891, 
and I also consider that after passing 


the Local Government Act and the 
Act establishing the Department of 


Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
something is to be said for arriving at 
more convenient areas. I am not, how- 
ever, prepared to accept anything in the 
nature of so sweeping a change as that 
suggested in the schedule of the Bill. J 
go further, and say that although it is 
reasonable to consider some modification, 
or to see whether there is a case for some 
modification of the congested areas, I 
think it would be most inopportune to 
attempt it until further progress has 
heen made in co-ordinating the opera- 
tions of the Congested Districts Board 
with the new Department >; any incon- 
veniences might arise through having 
three bodies all trying to solve the same 
problems with separate staffs. Before | 
attempt to consider seriously a Bill of 
this nature I think the Government 
should be allowed time to see whether 
some more effective co-ordination cannot 
he arrived at. Respecting Sub-section 2 
of Clause 1, to a certain extent it is 
possible for the Congested Districts 
Board to operate outside the scheduled 
But I am prepared to consider 
whether some Amendment of the law in 
that direction is needed. 


areas. 


It is to Clause 2 that 1 take the 
greatest exception. It is rather odd 
that every speaker in the debate 
should say the Congested Districts 


Board is the one body which commands 
general approval, and then propose to 


Mr. Wyndham, 
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completely revolutionise its constitution. 
The Board at present represents all the 
parties involved, they work with com- 
plete unanimity, and I fail to see how it 
will improve the Board in respect to pur- 
chase if you bring in the representatives 
of ten counties. ‘lo have ten councillors 
returned for three years, deciding whether 
to negotiate with this or that landlord, 
and all trying to push purchase in their 
own particular county, is not advisable. 
They might decide to spend the whole 
of their income upon piers or minor indus- 
As the Member for North Antrim 
has pointed out, the Board is a trustee of 
public money allocated to a certain pur- 


tries. 


pose. Therefore they are not elected, 
although they are representative. They 
represent all the parties involved. The 


Government is represented, and that is 
rather important: the landlords and 
the tenants are represented, and the Land 
Commission is represented, and this also 
is rather important, because the Land 
Commission is the body we have to go to 
in order to get the loan. Will any hon. 
Member seriously say that vou can Improve 
upon a Board which, in respect of land 
purchase, consists of five or six members 
representing all the parties involved, by 
bringing in ten councillors in 
order to help them in their negotiations ! 
I dismiss that as not being a practical 
proposal. 

As tothe third clause. hon. Members 
know that I object to compulsory 
purchase on principle. But apart from 
that. in this case it would add to ex- 
pense and to delay. My right hon. 
friend the Secretary for War complained 
the other day of the high prices he had 
to pay in Ireland under compulsory 
powers. If you have compulsory powers 
you must pay a compulsory price for the 


more 


article, and that would lead to great 
delay. As matters are now, you have 


to arrive at a bargain with the landlord. 
and, so far as purchase by the Board is 
concerned, the thing was done. There 
has been no difficulty in respect to pur- 
chase from the landlord. There is this 
amount of legitimate compulsion, which 
exists in this and all other transactions 
of life, that people who let their oppor- 
tunities slip by have to surrender those 
opportunities to those who are prepared 
to take them. In the congested districts 
there are so many landlords who are 
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ready to sell and so many tenants who 
are ready to buy that all the Board's 
money is exhausted. Compulsion, there- 
fore, will not add to our work. Where 
landlords are ready to sell and tenants 
are ready to give a fair price—and that 
is far more widely the case than hon. 
Members) may the 

tenants are ready to accept the scheme 
of instalments suggested for the benefit 
of them all: and, all. where 
tenants refrain 
methods which shake the faith on which 
all those transactions must rest—there 
is no difficulty in carrying on voluntary 
purchase in congested districts in Ire- 


land. 


supp se —where 


1 ‘ 
avove 


Mr. FLYNN asked if the Chief Secre- 
tary was aware of the resolution which 
the Board passed in T&09 and in 1897 


regarding the use of the word * com- 
pulsory.”” 
Mr. WYNDHAM: | was not am em- 


ber of the Board in 1895, but my answer 
would be that the Acts have given the 
Board them to 
make a fair offer to the landlord. I pass 
now to Clause 4 of the Bil. The dis- 
advantage of having an elected Board 


would be in regard to purchasing estates, 


power which enables 


for if you want to buy an estate it is not 
a good plan to make that fact known to 
the owner, or to discuss it in this House. 
Clause 4 would break down the limit of 
the advance, but, as a Government, we 
have no great objection to that. for 
under the powers of the Act of 1899 
the Treasury can dispense with that, 
and I may tell hon. Members from 
Ireland that we are in frequent com- 
munication with the Treasury, and the 
Treasury is most anxious to co-operate 
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money to one county at the expense of 
the other county. If it does mean that, 
I am quite sure that it ought to be re- 
jected, but under any circumstances the 
clause is quite inoperative. 

[ must apologise to the House for 
having taken up much of — its 
time with very dry matter, but I 
thought the occasion was one which 
might be turned to good account. | 
am as anxious any Irish hon. 
Member to accelerate the pace and 
increase the volume of land purchase in 
Ireland. We wish to ereate a settled 
peasant proprietary there on a sound 
footing. There are, 1 know, many 
difficulties in the way, and undoubtedly 
any such efforts will demand the time 
}and attention of this House. Any such 
etforts would be rendered abortive by the 
application of any illegitimate pressure 
to make people surrender their land. 
When such pressure goes beyond the law 
it becomes a crime, but it is always a 
blunder, and the Congested Districts 
Board cannot make itself an accessory 
to that. That will not help land pur- 
chase in any way, even if any Department 
could assist in that direction. I have 
i said all I have got to say upon this Bill. 
[ know the intentions of the authors are 
| good intentions, and | trust that means 
'may be found to give effect to some 
(of these proposals. But inasmuch 
Clauses 1, 4 and 5 are unnecessary, in- 
operative or inopportune at a time when 
the Government undertaken to 
amend the Land Purchase Acts ; and as 
Clauses 2 


so 


as 


as 


has 


and 3 make purehase com- 
pulsory, it is, in my opinion, inadmissible, 
}and I must ask the House to vote against 


| the Bill. 
| 
| 


| Mr. T. 


M. HEALY: The right hon. 


ind to facilitate the operations of the | Gentleman has accused the Irish Members 


Board in that direction. Clause 


5, | of wasting the time of the House, and thus 


shich relates to the advance of purchase | giving the Government no opportunity 


money to be made immediately, | find | 


it rather difficult to understand. 


says— 

“Where the Board have agreed to purchase 
land, or have acquired land under this Act, the 
Land Commission shall advance the purchase 
money to the Board. 


That has been taken to mean that the 
Land Commission is bound to advance 


It | 





H 


of carrying into effect those good inten- 
tions with which we are told their breasts 
filled. When the Chief Secretary 
was asked whether those good intentions 
would fructify this session the right hon. 
Gentleman could only shake his head 
and say he could give no answer upon that 
point. 


are 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I 
pended on others. 


said that de- 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Yes, everything 
in Ireland depends on others. We get 
rulers in Ireland who have no power. 
That reminds me of Grattan’s Parliament 
before Grattan, when all Lrish Bills had 
to be passed over to England. What 
have we to-day ! We have an Irish Bill 
brought in connected with the congested 
districts of Ireland, and a preconceived 
notion is come to by the British Privy 
Council. Without having heard a word 
of the arguments, and without a single 
Cabinet Minister taking his place upon 
the bench, they instruct the right hon, 
(rentleman beforehand to kill the Bill 
irrespective of any argument that may 
be adduced in ts favour. That is the 
method by which we are governed, and 
~it depends on others. In other words, 
the condition of Ireland depends not upon 
the Lrish Secretary. but upon the state of 
mind of the Colonial Secretary free from 
the Transvaal. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
must not misrepresent me. I did not 
allude to members of the Cabinet, but to 
Members of the House. When I said that 
it depended on others | referred to the 
progress of business in this House. If 
there is no time for legislation, of course 
it is useless to bring in legislation. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY : 


tuking up the time of the 


I cannot see how 
louse after 
twelve o clock can affect the legislation 
of the Government. and chucking out 
hon. Members by policemen is not stop- 
ping legislation. You have been feeding 
the dog with a bit of his own tail. We 
are told if we are ood boys we shall 
have some sugar candy in the case of the 
Districts Board. The right 
hon. Gentleman held up a volume of the 
Land Acts, and said practically, * Behold 
theconcentrated benevolence of England.” 
1 wonder what size of a volume the 
Coercion Acts passed for Ireland would 


Congested 


make. Why. the right hon. Gentleman 
could not litt them up with his two 
hands. The whole of those forty-one 


measures had heen passed within the 
last) twenty who was to be 


vears, but 
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thanked for their passing?) There was 
one of those measures connected with 
the land which was known as Deasy’s 
Act. It was a measure consisting of 
some eighty clauses which were run 
through this House without Amendment 
or debate, also through the -House of 
Lords. and there was not a single repre- 
sentative to raise his voice on behalf of the 
tenant. If vou turn to the schedule of 
the Act you will find that it repeals 
something like seventy Acts passed in 
the English Parliament mostly tor the 
protection of the tenants. Before the 
passing of Deasy’s Act there was some 
trouble in evicting tenants in Ireland, 
but that Act away all pro- 
tection for the tenants. Between 1X60 
and 1870 we had one Act passed by 
Mr. Gladstone, another in ISS], 
People are in the habit of sneering 
at Mr. Gladstone's Act of IS881. but 
Isav,** Peace be to his ashes.” 
but for him, not one single one of those 
forty measures would ever have been placed 
upon the Statute-book. Defective and 
deplorable as some of Mr. Gladstone's 


swept 


and 


because, 


Acts may have been in their working. 
they are the root and foundation of what- 
ever land legislation has | 
passed from that day to this for Ireland. 
The right hon. Gentleman suggests that 
our scheme is a failure because we could 


good PPL 


not have any more money to distribute 
under the Act. but where are we 
money from! The tundamental rule of 
this House is that no private Member 
who is not a Privy Councillor or a Mini- 
ster of the Crown can propose additions 
to the taxation of the country. lf we 
had that power do you not think that 
we should exercise it, and do you not 
think that we should have provided for 
£10,000,000 or £15.000,000 in this Bill ! 
I should be astonished at my own modera- 
tion if I did not inelude the whole cost 
of the Transvaal War. We do not give a 
single fraction to the Congested Districts 
Board by this Bill. The right hon. 
Gentleman forgets that the Land Com- 
mission has recently issued notices hy 
advertisement in the Irish papers. and 
there is at least one county to which no 
more money can be advanced for land 
purchase, and the county is one of the 
richest in Ireland, namely Wexford. Is 
that not a terrible condemnation of the 
administration of this benevolent Con- 


to get 
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gested Districts Board? I have before 
denounced that word * Congested” as 
blasphemy. It should not be called the 
Congested Districts Board but the 
“Cromwell” Districts Board. In 1885 
we tried to de something for these glens 
of Antrim, but what did the Irish ad- 
ministration of the day do! If the glens 
of Antrim had been left politically alone 
they would have been able to return 
a Nationalist Member, but you cut them 
into two—one into North Antrim, and 
the other Mid Antrim—and so they 
really have no representation here at all. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that 
there was nobody to speak for the glens 
of Antrim in this House. 1, tor my part 
was glad to hear the right hon. Gentleman 
quote the figures which he did, and he 
iust not suppose for a moment that we 
do not recognise, so far as he is personally 
concerned, that it is his powerlessness 
and not his will that is in question. I 
was glad to hear him sav that of the 
£10,000,000 advanced under the Ash- 
hourne Acts there was only a couple ot 
thousand pounds in arrear, and a similar 
state of things under the Act of 1881. 

Sut what is the advantage of that to us 
when the right hon. Gentleman, instead 
of availing himself of this extra- 
ordinary proof of the probity of the Irish 
tenant, savs that he nothing 
further on this question, because our 
attention is taken up by foreign matters / 
[am glad that the Irish tenants have at 
last got a vindicator in the British 
Treasury, which was the last quarter we 
should have expected it. We have been 
told that the Irish tenants were a dis- 
honest and a profligate lot, but now 
when you are able to apply the test of 
official Returns you find that out of some 
£15,000,000 or £20,000,000 advanced to 
lrish tenents tor land purchase there is 
only some £3,000 in arrear from one end 
of the country to the other. 

The right hon. Gentleman has out 
lined one scheme which he says gives an 
indication of an improvement in the 
machinery of the Congested Districts 
Board. He says that they have arranged 
iacilities for improving the breed of 
horses in Ireland. My opinion is that 


Congested Districts 


can do 


by teaching the Irish farmer and assisting 
him to breed hackney horses vou are 
producing something which will not be 
a very marketable asset. It 


is the ex- 
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perience of all men who have had any- 
thing to do with horses that you do not 
get so much spirit and stamina in the 
hackney horses as you do in the old Irish 
breed. Therefore the only thing that 
can really be put to the credit of the 
Congested Districts Board is that they 
have destroyed the old stamina of Irish 
horses by introducing the hackney 
stallion. Jf the right hon. Gentleman 
intends to bring in a Bill he should 
state that tact to the House to night. 
! do not think there is on the part of 
[rish Members any intention whatever 
to obstruct anv real beneficent measure, 
or any other public business which 
would have the effect of benefitting 
Ireland. But we are now in the month 
of Mareh, and the Government have, 
not vet tabled their tor the 
We know nothing about their 
Bills. Let them say to us that if they 
get a fair amount of time to consider 
the business they will push on this Bill. 
Then they might give us a chance of 
improving it, and in that case we should 
be in a position to do business with them. 
We have heen pronused sole beneticent 
measures, but why do the Government 
not table their measures ? 
farce simply to say that we shall prevent 
the Government bringing in such Bills, 
and it is very much like the suggestion 
that Irishmen are standing in their own 
light by this system of intimidation 
and — illegality. I firin 
believer in that illegality, because without 
it the Irish would never have got any- 
thing. It that the twentieth 
century is bringing the dawn of common- 
sense on the brains of English statesmen, 
and they are beginning to see that vou 
ean only deal with human beings as you 
ean with any other breed of animals, 
by seeing what their pedigree is. If 
the history of Ireland has been all one 
way for 700 years, it is hard to ask me 
now to believe that the tiger lias changed 
his stripes and the leopard his spots, and 
it is an extremely doubtful suggestion. 
The right hon. gentleman knows that 
some of these districts are a source of 
turmoil and agrarian crime, and let 
him give them some seintilla of a ray of 
hope. It is useless to sav that Ulster 
does not benetit. for there are danny 
other counties which will not benefit by 
this Bill. including my own constituency 


Measures 


session. 


It is a mere 


remain a 


may be 
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of Waterford. 


Congested Districts 


Our sympathies and con- 
sciences are not limited to the areas 
of the Congested Districts Board. If 
there is misery existing on the Western 
seaboard, it affects us just as much 
as misery on the other side. 1] am very 
sorry that this argument has been intro- 
duced, because hon. Gentlemen opposite 
will remember that when the improve- 
ment of a certain harbour came forward, 
we winked the other eye. We knew 
it was in the county of Down, but we 
gave it a railway and a pier for the benefit 
of the congested districts. 
a similar attitude with regard to other 
districts. And we are just as sympa- 
thetic, irrespective of our religion and 
with the other 
counties as we are with the people in the 


pedigree, misery of 


west country. We are anxious to see 
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ireland prosperous as a whole, and T 
am sorry indeed to see the right. hon. 
Gentleman—when this Bill is put forward 
by us as a measure which we only ask 
him to take as a symbol of our good 


intentions—take his first opportnnity 
as Irish Secretary, to ask the House 
to vote against what he practically 


admits is an abstraet resolution, and he 
has done this without giving any promise 
on behalf of the Government that this 
refusal will be accompanied by any defi- 
nite reform of this great and growing 


We took up. evil. 


Question put. 


divided : 


The House 


Noes. 250. (Division List 


Ayes, 163; 
No. 64.) 


AYES. 


Crean, Eugene 


Abraham, W illiam(Cork,N. E. g 
Cullinan, J. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, CharlesP(Gloue. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn Herbert Henry 


Delany, William 
Dewar,John A. (1 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duatty, William J 


: Juncan, James 
Barlow, John Emmott Duncan, James | 


garry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth ©. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brand, Hon. Arthur (. 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 


Emmott, Alfred 
Farquharson, Dr. 
Farrell, James P: 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ftfrench, Peter 
Field, William 


Flynn, James Ch 


Gilhooly, James 
Grant, Corrie 


Hammond, John 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill,Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig. Robert Hunter 


Mr. T. A. Healy. 


Harwood, George 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. 


Holland, William 


Jameson, Major J 
Joicey, Sir James 


Davies. Alfred (Carmarthen) 


Dunn, Sir William 
Elibank, Master of 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. ) 
Furness, Sir Christopher 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Hardie,J. Keir, MerthyrT ydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


Hayden, John Patrick 


Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 


Hope, John Deans (Fife, W.) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


Jones, David Brynm’r(Swansea 
Jones, Williamn(Carnarvonshre 
Jordon, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 

‘ Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSinyth 
1. Kitson, Sir James 


nverness-sh.) 


Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

M'Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, “harles Benjamin 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
. Mooney, John J. 

Morgan,.J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charlés (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn..John( Montrose 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, J. 


Nannetti, Joseph P. : 
Nolan, Col. JohnP. (Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Robert 
trick 


ristopher 


Chas. Seale- 


Henry 
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Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
0’ Brien, Kendal(‘Tipper’ry Mid 
() Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

0’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 5.) 
(Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

(Y Dowd, John 

(Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'WKelly,James(Roscommoun. 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, 2. J. 

(Shee, James John 
Palmer,GeorgeWin.( Reading) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert Jolin 


Congested Districts 


Acland Hood, Capt.SirAlex. P. 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
\enew, Sir Andrew Noel 

\ird, Sir John 

\lIhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
\nson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
\rkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
\rrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. Jolin 
Bagot nig sae line F itzRoy 
Baile ry, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A... (Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj. R(Christchurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, SirFrancisT.(Windsor) 
Bartley George C. T. 

Beaeh, Re. Hn.SirM. H( Bristol) 
Bienold, Arthur 

Diewoud, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. P.( Middlesex 
Drassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. Jolin 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
‘oddington, Sir Williun 
‘oohill, Douglas Harry 

ohen, ee Louis 
‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘olomb Sil: John harles Ready 
‘olston, ¢ ‘has. Edw. 11. 
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Priestley, Arthur 
Reckitt, Harold J 
Reddy, M 
Redmond,John (KE, Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir . Threshie( Dumfries 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche. John 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Sinclair,Capt. Jn. (Forfarshire 
Smith, H.C( Nortl’mbTynesde 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 


auines 


NOES. 


‘ompton, Lord Alwyne 
‘ook, Frederick Lucas 
‘orbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
‘orbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
‘ox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
‘ranborne, Viscount 
‘ripps, Charles Alfred 
‘ross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
‘ust, Henry John ©. 
Dalkeith. Earl of 
Davies SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John kK. D. Wingtield- 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtford. SirW illiam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durnine- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. SirWilliam Hart 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Mardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed ward 
Fereusson, Re. Hn. SirJd(Maner 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
CGarfit, William 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Cordon, Hn... E( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, MajEvans-(‘TrHiml'ts 
(iore, Hon. F. S. Ormsby- 
Corst, Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Hain) 
Green, W ao . (Wednesb’ry 
Greene.SirkK. W. (Bury St. Ed. 
(reene, | “sence (Shrewsbury) 
Creeton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
(unter, Colonel 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
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Thomas, David A. 
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Tennaut, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
(Merthyr) 
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Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John L. (Leeds, 8.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, es (Clackmannan 
Weir. Jaman Galloway 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitt: Da. Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred W .( Norfolk Mid. } 
Woodhouse, Sir) T( Hudderst’d 
Young, — (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James He ry 


AYES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 


Patrick O'Brien. 


Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG. (Mid’s 
Hamilton, Marqgof(L’n@?nd rry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Rbt. Win. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tyneim th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath,James (Statfords N.W, 
Helder, Augustus 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Edw Brodie( Hampstead 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope,J. I. (Sher ld, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard ,Cap.J(Kent,Faversh. 
Howard.J. err ,Tottenham 
Hozier, — James Henry C. 


Jae kson, Rt. Hn. Win. Lawies 


Arthur Frederick 
Herbert Merton 


ae 
Jessel, Capt. 


Johuston, William (Belfast) 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. SirJohn H. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. 'T.(Denbigh 
Kenyon, James (Lanes. ,Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Win. 
Law. Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William IF. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wim. Edw. H. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col. CharlesW. Evesham 
Long, RtHn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Browlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
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Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W | 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maple, Sir Jolin Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH E( Wigt'n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Duimfriessh.. 
Melville. Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore.John Throemorn 


J Idjourninent of 


Penn, John 
Perey, Earl 
Pilkington, 
Platt-Higy 

P lummer, 

Powell, 
Pretyman, 
Pryce-Jones, 
Purvis, 
Pym. C. Guy 
()uilter, 
Randles, 
Rankin, 


rins, 


Sir 
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Parkes, Ebenezer 
Peel, Hn. WmlobertW ellesley 


Riehard 
Frederick 
Walter R. 
Sir Francis Sharp 


Lt.Col. 


Robert 


Sir Cuthbert 
John S. 
James 


the House. 


Stanley, Edw. J 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Ernest George Thornton. Perey M. 


Edward | Tellemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wim. E 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tutnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.SirWin. HH. 
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as. (Somerset) 


Hon. Humphry Napiei 


lw. Murray 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham Ratclitte, R. 1 Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Milner, Rt, Hon. Sir F. G. Remnant, James Farquharson Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Milton, Viscount Renshaw, Charles bine Wason, J hnCiat heart(Orkney 
Milward, Colonel Vietor Renwick, George Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E( Taunton 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis Ritchie, 


Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


Rt. Hon. 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


Wharton, Rt. 1 n. John Lloy 


A, 
Charles T. { 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton a. Lyin 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy Rolleston. Sir John F. L. Whit more . Charles Algernon 
More, R. J. (Shropshire) Ropner, Colonel Robert Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) | Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- | Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E 1 
Morrison, James Archibald Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) = Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Mount, William Arthu1 Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C.  Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. EJ. Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Murray, RtHnAGraham( Bute | Scott, Sirs. (Marylel wone, W.) Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) Seely, Charles H. (Lineoin) Young, Commander (Berks, &.) 
Murray, Col. Wyndhan( Bath) Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Myers, William Henry Sinclair. Louis (Romford) TELLERS FOR THE Not 
Nicol, Donald Ninian Smith, Hon. W.F. D. (Strand) Mr. Maeartney and Mi 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) William: Moore 
ULSTER CUSTOM BILL. and tor other purpose presente ad. and 
‘ "eu » firs init ‘) e ( | econd 
[SECOND READING. read the firs t Une t he read i cond 
time upon Thursday, Sth April, and to 
Order tor Second Reading read. be printed. | Bill 96. | 
Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- ae, ae 
ham): I object. POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCO' 
iain LAND) BILL. 
Mr. a3 M. HEALY May | ask if tli The Select Committee om the Poli r 


hon. Member is objecting on behalf of 
the Government ! 

Mr. BANBURY: | am objecting on 
my own behalf. 

Second Reading deferred till — to- 


morrow. 


EDUCATION (LOCAL AUTHORITIES). | 
Bill for making better provision for | 
the promotion by local authorities of 


education other than elementary educa 
tion ; and for other purposes, ordered to 
he brought in by Mr. Henry Hobhouse, 
Mr. Flower. Colonel Williams. Sir Francis 
Powell, Mr. Bill, and Mr. 


La wrence 


‘ATION (LOCAL AUTHORITLES) 


BILL. 

‘For making better provision for the 
promotion by local authorities of educa 
tion other than elementary educatioy 


EDU¢ 





| Stoptord-Sack ville, Mr. 


Superannuation (Scotland Bill was nomi 


nominated of. The Lord Advocate. Mr. 
George Brown, Mr. Caldwell a Col 
ville, Earl of Dalkeith. Mr. J. Dewar 
Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Maxy wai. Sir 
Lewis M'lver, Mr. Nicol, Mr. Parker 
Smith, Sir John Stirline-Maxwell, Mr. 


Tennant, 


Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk). 


the Coimittee hav 
persons, pa 


Ordered, ‘That 
power to send ft 


recor ls. 


pers, and 


Ordered, That Vive be 
(Sir William Watlron i.) 


the « (| Orulu 


Pl 
Second Report brought up, and read ; 
to lie upon the ‘La ble, and to be printed. 


BLIC PETITIONS COMMUPTEE, 


Adjouru 


r before 
\ rt ! ' 
Six of the clock 


ed at a ywuirte 
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1497 Returns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Thursday, 14th March, 1901. 





Several Lords took the Oath. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certifi- 
cates from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with : 
South Lancashire Tramways [H.L.]. 
(reat Southern and Western Railway 


[H.L.]. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


STRATTON AND BUDE GAS BILL 
[H.L. ]. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR informed the 
House that the Promoters do not intend 
to proceed further with the Bill: The 
Order made on Monday last discharged ; 
ordered, that the Bill be not further pro- 


ceeded with. 


CHRIST’S HOSPITAL (LONDON) BILL 
[H.L. ]. 
LEEDS CHURCHES BILL [1.1]. 


ST. BARTHOLOMEW’S HOSPITAL BILL 
[H.L. }. 
GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [1.1.1]. 
Read 2¢ (according to order). 


PICCADILLY AND CITY RAILWAY 
BILL [H.1, }. 

Standing Order No. 792 considered 
(according to order) and dispensed with, 
with respect to a Petition of the Reverend 
John Fenwick Kitto: Leave given to 
present the said Petition. 


WEST OF 


BRISTOL, CLIFTON, AND 
SOCIETY 


ENGLAND ZOOLOGICAL 
BILL [H.1.]. 


ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


FAVERSHAM WATER BILL [1.1]. 
SHEFFIELD DISTRICT RAILWAY BILL 


[H.L.]. 
NITRATE RAILWAYS COMPANY BILL 
[H.L. }. 
Committed. 
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WESTON-SUPER-MARE GAS BILL [1.1]. 
WISBECH WATER BILL [u.1.]. 

OMAGH GAS BILL [#.1.]. 
CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL [4.1.]. 


Committed. The Committees to be 
| proposed by the Commitvee of Selection. 


Reports, de. 


DOVER CORPORATION BILL [H.1.]. 

, POULTON-LE-FYLDE GAS BILL [u.1.}. 
PRESTATYN WATER BILL [H.1.]. 
SALFORD CORPORATION BILL [H.1.}. 
SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL [H.. }. 
SHIELDS BRIDGE BILL [H.1.}. 


OMAGH GAS BILL [H#.1.}. 

Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the following Lords be proposed to 
‘the House to form the Select Committee 

for the consideration of the said Bills— 
vis, : 

E. Lathom, 

V. Falmouth, 

L. Sinclair, 

L. Newton (chairman), 

L. Muncaster ; 
agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. The Committee to meet 
on Tuesday next, at Eleven o'clock ; and 
all petitions referred to the Committee, 
with leave to the petitioners praying 
to be heard by counsel against the Bills 
to be heard as desired, as also counsel for 
the Bill. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
NAVY. 

Report of the Committee appointed by 
the Lords Commissioners of the Admi- 
ralty to inquire into and report on the 
training and examination of Junior Naval 
Officers; with the circular announcing 
the changes to the Fleet. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 
Code of Regulations for Day Schools 
for 1901 ; with schedules and appendices. 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS (GREAT BRITAIN). 
Forty-fourth Report for the year 1900, 
|of the Inspector of Reformatory and 
| Industrial Schools. Part I. List of 
Schools and Detailed Reports. 


a 
31 
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MINES (COURRIERES COLLIERIES). 
Report to the Secretary of State for 

the Home Department by four of His 

Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, on the 

methods of preventing falls of roof 

adopted at Courriéres Collieries, Depart- 
ment of the Pas-de-Calais, France. 


Licensing 


CHURCH ESTATES COMMISSION. 
Fiftieth Report from the Church 


Estates Commission, for the year pre- 
ceding Ist March, 1901. 
CYPRUS. 
Report for 1899-1900, 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL). 
No. 2561, Western Pacific (Samoa). 
LAND COMMISSION 
(PROCEEDINGS). 
feturn during the month of Novem- 
ber, 1900. 


IRISH 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION, 
Treasury Minute, dated 7th January, 
1901, granting a retired allowance to Mr. 
E. A. de Wiele, Admiralty Writer, under 
Section 2 of the Act. 


LUNACY (SCOTLAND). 
Rules for the engineer and the plumber 
of the Inverness District Asylum. 


BANKRUPTCY COURTS (IRELAND). 

Returns of the Official Assignees of the 
Court of Bankruptey in Ireland and the 
local courts, Belfast ;and Cork, for the 
year 1900. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITION. 
INTOXICATING 
Petition against the sale of, to children 
under sixteen years of age; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


LIQUORS. 


LICENSING SESSIONS BILD [#.1.}. 


[SECOND READING. ] 
Order of the Day for the Second Read- 


ng read. 


{LORDS} 
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| *THe Lorp Bisnor or WINCHESTER : 
My Lords, in asking your Lordships to 
give a Second Reading to a Bill of a 
studiously modest and unpretentions 
character, I think | may at least claim 
to be endeavouring to carry out the advice 
tendered to us by the noble Marquess the 
Prime Minister last year. It may be in 
the recollection of the House that in 
May last? I proposed a resolution—I 
admit, of a rather far-reaching character 

declaring in general terms that it was 
desirable that legislative effect should 
be given to the recommendations which 
that large and representative body who 
formed the Royal Commission had unani- 
mously agreed upon as desirable. I spoke 
then, Lam afraid. at undue length, but 
obviously with insufficient clearness. | 
was merely suggesting that legislation 


Sessions Bill. 


upon those lines was desirable, but 1 was 
understood by the noble Marquess to sug- 
gest that we should pitchfork on to the 
Statute-book a large number of pertectly 
crude and undigested recommendations. 
Such was not my intention, but if | 
expressed myself in terms open to such 
a construction | do not complain of 
having been met by a request that we 
should at least put into a practical form 
in the form otf Bills—some of those many 
recommendations which appear to have 
the imprimatur of the whole Commis- 
sion upon them. We did not meet with 
a welcome reception on that occasion, 
but the treatment we received wa 
perhaps due to a misunderstanding o 
the intention which those for whom | 
speak have in view. 

Our desire is to secure that some prac 
tical effect should be given to the large 
amount of persistent. self-denying labour 
which was devoted by really competent 


men for many vears to this large and 
complicated subject. We were invited 
last year to put down in black and white 
the reforms we desire to see carried out ; 
and | propose to ask your Lordships to 
give a Second Reading to this Bill, and 
afterwards to two others. each embodying 
one or two points at the most on which 
there is practical unanimity of opinion 
on the part of those who formed the 
Royal Commission. But in order to be 
quite clear I ought to say that | adhere 
distinctly to the view | have previously 








“4+ See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxxii., page 1004. 
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expressed, that the matter, as a whole, 
cannot be adequately dealt with by any 
other authority than His Majesty’s 
Government. The subject is far beyond 
the powers of any individual member of 
either House of Parliament. Only with 
the information and the materials 
possessed by the Home Office, and with 
the authority of the Government behind 
them, can such reforms as are necessary 
be carried into law. We still cherish 
the hope that ultimately the Government 
will take the desired retorms in hand and 
carry them out successfully. If these little 
Bills with which I am concerned could 
be absorbed in some larger measure pro- 
posed by the Government. with the firm 
determination of carrying it through Par- 
liament, no one would rejoice more than 
I would. Of course, | do not forget that in 
the King’s Speech at the opening of the 
present session there were words which 
held out to us a somewhat nebulous and 
shadowy hope of legislation on this 
subject before the end of the Parliamen- 
tary year; still less do I torget the 
sympathetic speech which was delivered 
by the Home Secretary in another place, 
inwhich he gave hisimprimaturto some, 
at least, of the proposals [ am going to ask 
your Lordships to accept. The fact that 
he did so leads me to hope that we may 
possibly have saved the Home Office 
some little trouble by paving the way, and 
I shall be very glad to step aside and to 
abdicate my own paternity if the Home 
Office will make themselves responsible 
ior these proposals. 

The Bill which | am now asking vour 
Lordships to read a second time contains 
three practical points. Two have refer- 
ence to the qualifications or disqualifica- 
tions of the members of the licensing 
authority, and the third relates to the 
date when the brewster are 
ordinarily held. As the law stands, a 
justice of the peace is disqualified from 
adjudicating on Jicensing matters if he 
is shown to have an interest in the trade 
in thedistrict for which he is a magistrate. 
Strictly interpreted, this disqualification 
has been found to go turther than was 
ever intended by those who were in 
the first instance responsible for imposing 
it. We have evidence of the difficulty 
which has arisen in different parts of 
England from the fact that shareholders 
in railway companies—which, as an in- 
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finitesimal part of their business, own 
refreshment rooms—are thereby disquali- 
fied from voting on licensing questions. 
The matter was very prominently brought 
forward some years ago when the stipen- 
diary magistrate at Leeds, regarding 
himself as disqualified in this way, sub- 
mitted the question to the Home Office. 
The Law Officers of the Crown were con- 
sulted, and they decided that, inasmuch 


as the Leeds stipendiary magistrate 
held, as trustee, a few shares in the 
Midland Railway, he was disqualified 


from sitting on the licensing committee 
of which he was chairman. So many 
magistrates in Leeds were similarly dis- 
qualified that the clerk to the justices 
has stated in evidence that he had 
sometimes to send all over the town to 
find a» magistrate who could sit in licen- 
sing matters. The difficulty has univer- 
sally been felt to be quite unnecessary, 
the disqualification in question lying 
wholly outside the intention of those who 
originally imposed it. Every member ofthe 
Royal Commission, with absolute una- 
nimity, desired to see this disqualification 
removed, and one of the proposals of 
this Bill is that it should cease. An 
interest in the liquor trade is certainly 
rather remote which turns upon the fact 
that a man holds a few railway shares 
and that the railway company owns 
somewhere a few refreshment rooms. 
The other branch of the subject is a 
good deal more important. It seems 
that, while a man who holds a few shares 
in a railway company, even if it be only 
as trustee, is disqualified, others who are 
actively concernedinthe administration of 
the licensing laws are not disqualified, but 
in the opinion of the Royal Commission 
should be. One set of men to whom I 
refer are those who belong to Watch 
Committees in boroughs; the other set 
of men are those who occupy the re- 
sponsible position of magistrates’ clerks. 
Watch Committees in boroughs are 
constituted under the Act of 1882. That 
Act provides that every borough council 
must appoint a Watch Committee con- 
sisting of not more than one-third of its 
own members, and that to the Watch 
Committee so appointed shall be en- 
trusted the control and government of 
the police of the borough. TheWatch Com- 
mittee has an absolute right, specifically 
given in the Act, of suspending or dismiss- 
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ing police, and the police, of course, recog- | houses. and were to mention to the Watch 


nise throughout that they are dependent 
entirely on the good will of the Watch 
Committee under whom their whole 
work is carried on. There is a difference 
of custom in various parts of England 
as to how-tar the Watch Committees 
interfere actively with the prosecutions 
undertaken by the police; but in all 
cases the police are under the control of 
the Watch Committees. who have the 
power of suspending or dismissing them 
for inefficiency or for inadequate dis- 
charge of duty. Some of the members 
of these Committees are connected with 
the liquor trade, but no disqualification 
is placed on them in consequence. The 
evidence that before the Royal 
Commission on the subject was wide and 
far-reaching. It is perfectly certain that 
it has been felt, the land through. that in 
these boroughs there is, to say the least, 
a grave peril that the police may dis 
charge their duties in a very different 
way trom that in which they would other- 
wise discharge them when they know 
that on the Watch Committee are men 
bers whose houses would be impugned 
if prosecutions were carried out. 

I must trouble your Lordships for a 
few moments with one or two examples 
of evidence given on this point. | will 
choose towns in different parts of Eng- 
land. Take the boroughs of Leeds. Notting- 
ham, Wakefield. Derby. and Portsmouth. 
With regard to Leeds the Waich Com- 
mittee appoints a discipline sub-committee 
whose special duty it is to look after the 
police. A brewer---I am quoting from 
the evidence—is chairman of that sub- 
committee, and in that capacity natur- 
ally has more to do than any other single 
man with the punishment and advance 
ment of the police and with the conduct 
of the force, from the Chief Constable 
downwards. 

‘His firm [I am quoting the words of the 
witness] own a large number of licensed 
houses in the city and have other interests as 
mortgagees. The knowledge of his position 
cannot but hamper the action of the piles. I 
do not put it any higher than that.” 


Was 


As to Nottingham, the coroner of the 
borough said 


“The police are very prone to keep a ‘ blind 
eye’ upon houses belonging to the brewers who 
are members of the Watch Committee.” 


The Chief Constable of Wakefield said 
that if he had suspicions regarding certain 
The Lord Bishop of Winchester. 


Committee that he thought of instituting 
a prosecution, the whole thing would 
(to quote his words) be “all over 
the town before he had time to 
prepare his evidence. At Derby the 
chairman of the Wateh Committee owns 
four licensed houses The committee 
has two other trade members, and one 
other member is a brewery director, 
while out of its eleven members four are 
justices. In Portsmouth there are seven- 
teen members of the Watch Committee. 
and five of the seventeen are directly 
or indirectly interested in the trade. | 
could easily multiply evidence of that 
kind. These facts were given in evidence 
taken a vear or two ago, and_ possibly 
since then alterations may have taken 


place. Now, my Lords, it is of course 
conceivable that the members — of 
Watch Committees may be in’ every 
case able to dismiss all bias. It is 


possible, though [| think it is even less 
likely, that the police may believe that 
there is no sueh bias on the part ot their 
masters, and may be prepared totake firm 
and definite action against houses which 
are actually owned by persons under 
whom they are acting. But that is 
expecting a good deal; and the Com- 
mission were practically unanimous in 
recommending that no man should serve 
on a Watch Committee who had the 
same kind of interest in the liquor trade 
as would have disqualified him from 
sitting as a justice. In the memorial 
circulated by the Trade Association to 
your Lordships’ House attention Is called 
to this matter. and it is pointed out that 
whereas a justice who is connected with 
the local trade is disqualified merely from 
acting in licensing cases, this Bill would 
disqualify a licensed trader from sitting 
upon a Watch Committee at all. That 
is pertectly true. but if we are to do 
what the Commission asks, it is inevit 
able. What we object to is the placing 
of the police under the direct control of 
members of the brewing interest, know 
ing that it must inevitably, as one wit- 


‘ness after another has said, lead them 


to “turn a blind eye upon the delin- 
quencies of public-houses, 

The disqualification of magistrates’ 
clerks is the next branch of the subject. | 
suppose there is no body of men in the 
kingdom who are more rightly respected 
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than magistrates’ clerks. Their position 
is one of very high responsibility, from 
the advice that they have frequently 
to give to magistrates who are not them- 
selves qualified to know all the intricacies 
of the Jaw. It is clear that a justices’ 
clerk, who is in any way connected 
with the liquor trade is exposed to a very 
real, | will not say temptation to, but 
imputation of, bias when the case of a 
firm with which he is professionally con- 
nected comes before the body which 
he is called upon to advise. It is 
sometimes said that, after all, magistrates’ 
clerks have only to advise on questions 
of strict law, and that they have not 
the oppertunity of introducing any 
bias. But I should like on that point 
to call attention to the evidence which 
was given by Mr. George Candy, (.C., 
the eminent counsel, who had a unique 
position in this matter, being accus- 
tomed, as your Lordships know, to hold 
a brief time after time, all over England. 
on behalf of Licensed Victuallers’ Associa- 
tions. In his evidence he speaks em- 
phatically of the influence of the justices’ 
clerk as paramount in which 
‘come before the justices. He says— 


cases 


“T have taken the view generally that the 
Court is guided by the legal adviser, and | 
have found it answer.” 

The inference is obvious. It may be 
asked, Do magistrates’ clerks, as a rule, 
have an interest in the liquor trade ?! 
A few days ago [ had an opportunity ot 


talking to two prominent solicitors, 
each with a large country practice, 
and neither of them particularly in- 


terested in Temperance reform. One of 
them said in the strongest terms, and 
the other in a somewhat less definite 
form— 

“T should always advise any client of mine 
who was largely interested in the liquor trade 
to place some, at least, of his business with 
the clerks to the justices. It is well he 
should do so, and it is practically the universal 
custom.” 


I will not, however, rest on anonymous 
testimony of that sort, but will give one 
or two examples which were before the 
Royal Commission. It was stated in 
evidence that— 

“ The clerk to the magistrates of Maidstone 
is the solicitor to a brewery and acts for that 
brewery in the adjoining division, while the 
clerk to the magistrates of that adjoinin 
division is solicitor to another brewery, anc 
he acts in Maidstone for his brewery.” 
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1 think it would be difficult to imagine 
anything more likely to raise suspicion 
as to the impartiality of the advice given 
by the magistrates’ clerks than evidence 
of that kind. A Burnley solicitor gave 
evidence as to a Burnley justices’ clerk, 
who appeared as solicitor for Burnley 
brewers in adjoining districts, and then, 
at other times, sat in Burnley and advised 
the justices when the Burnley cases of 
the same brewers came before them. 
With regard to Brighton, a solicitor 
practising there—Mr. H. Prince—said : 

“T have seen magistrates’ clerks at one 
Bench instructing counsel for a licence or 
opposing a licence, as the case may be, or 
applying, and I have seen the same magistrates’ 
clerk sitting at his own Bench when relatives 
of the same mavistrates’ clerk are applying 
at that Bench, ot which he is magistrates’ 
clerk, in the same way. I think that is liable 
to create a wrong impression.” 

I think so too; and I ask your Lord- 
ships to give effect to a provision which 
will render that impression less likely, 
at all events, to arise. In an ideal state 
of things, what everyone would desire 
woud be that a justices’ clerk should 
have no private practice at all. In our 
large boroughs that is very frequently 
the case. In country districts, of course, 
it is practically impossible so to arrange, 
if we are to secure the services of the 
best men as magistrates’ clerks; but, in 
the interest of the public, we ought to 
secure that justices should not find 
themselves in the position of having to 
be guided by the advice of clerks in 
regard to cases in which those clerks have 

a constant professional interest. I there- 
fore ask that this provision of the 
Bill may become law. The wording of 
the clause is obviously a difficult matter. 
I do not in the least profess to say 
that the best conceivable wording has 
been arrived at. On that point I am 
quite prepared to accept any reasonable 
Amendment which may be _ proposed 
by those who, from legal or other 
knowledge, are better able to judge 
what should be its right form, and I 
hope we may rely upon ithe assistance 
of the high legal luminaries who adorn 
your Lordships’ House. I ought, I think, 
just to add that so obviously necessary 
is this reform with regard to magis- 
trates’ clerks, that in the memorial 
circulated yesterday by the Trade no 
attempt is made to object to this proposal, 


Sessions Bill. 


and I venture to hope that it is a point 
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upon which the whole House will be 
with me. 

The only remaining point is the ques- 
tion of the date of the licensing sessions. 
It is a curious fact that no one seems 
able to explain why the Act of 1828 
provided that the licensing sessions for 
Surrey and Middlesex should be held in 
March, and the licensing sessions for the 
rest of England in August and Sep- 
tember. The evidence before the Com- 
mission on this point was not very large. 
but it was sufficient to convince the 
whole Commission that a change would 
be desirable, and that the licensing ses- 
sions throughout England should be 
held in March. It had been found 
practically impossible in some cases to 
obtain attendance at the autumn sessions. 
I will quote the case of Nottingham. 
The clerk to the Nottingham borough 
justices said— 

“IT think everyone will agree with me that 

the period of holding the annual licensing 
sessions is most inconvenient. By law we are 
bound to hold the first sessions between the 
20th of August and the 14th September, and 
the adjourned sessions during the month of 
September. My experience is that during 
August and the first half of September it is 
almost impossible to get business carried 
through, and that is becoming more so every 
year. 
I hope that this change will be allowed 
to be made by the present Bill. I desire 
to say again in conclusion that what I 
now ask for is merely a Second Reading. 
I desire the House to aftirm the principle 
of the Bill, but 1 am perfectly ready to 
listen to, and. if possible. accept any 
Amendments in regard to the details of 
this and the other Bill for which I am 
to-night responsible. That something of 
the kind is urgently wanted is now 
beyond dispute. A Bishop whose duties 
lead him to be constantly moving about 
over a wid? area is better able perhaps 
than some other man to judge of popular 
opinion on such a question, Wherever 
| go I find a feeling that some legisla- 
tion of this kind is imperatively neces- 
sary, and will not brook delay ; and 
I venture to hope that the Bill will 
meet with no opposition at your Lord- 
ships’ hands. 


Moved, * That the Bill be now read 
2¢."°—(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 
Lord BELPER: My Lords, I am sure 
no one in your Lordships’ House will 
The Lord Bishop of Winchester. 


{LORDS} 


take any exception either to the tone of 
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the right rev. Prelate’s speech or to his 
description of the Bill as a modest and 
unpretending one. The Bill, as he 
stated, is confined to three proposals. 
With the first proposal. which deals 
with the disqualification of magistrates 
owing to their holding railway shares, 
your Lordships are thoroughly con- 
versant. This disqualification has caused 
the greatest i.convenience in all parts 
of the country, and two or three years 
ago a measure removing the disqualifi- 
eation passed your Lordships’ House 
with general approval. The proposal to 
alter the date of the licensing sessions 
is one which will probably meet with ax 
equally unanimous reception. It is im- 
possible to conceive the reason why any- 


‘one could have fixed on a time of the 


year so inconvenient as August and 
September, when so many business men 
are away on their holidays. 

As to the second clause, which imposes 
fresh disqualifications, the right rev. 
Prelate must excuse me if I decline to 
enter into the question in detail: but, 
though this is one of the points recom- 
mended by both the Majority and 
Minority Reports. | do not think that 
the recommendations of the Commission 
go quite so far as the proposals in the 
clause. The right rev. Prelate himself 
pointed out that whilst magistrates were 
only disqualified from sitting on licensing 
matters. this clause would altogether 
disqualify those gentlemen from serving 
on watch committees. The 
would also prevent the appointment of a 
gentleman who might be highly qualified 
as clerk of the peace or clerk to the 
justices if he were in any way connected 
with a brewery, or even had a partner 
who was employed in uw brewery in any 
capacity. The clause will certainly re- 
quire serious consideration in Com- 
mittee. With regard to the generak 
principles embodied in the Bill, I am 
instructed by the Home Secretary to 
give his general assent to the Second: 
Reading of the Bill. My right hon. 
friend wishes me to state that he is 
anxious to deal with these points, which 
are practically of a non-contentious cha- 
racter, in a reasonable and practical way. 
But the position is this: the Home 
Secretary has now in preparation a Bill 
to deal with these very matters which 
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are the subject of this and the succeeding 
Bill. and he hopes to find an opportunity 
of introducing it in the other House ; 
and. if he can do that, it will, I think, 
be seen that his proposals not only deal 
with most of the points raised in these 


Bills. but will also be somewhat wider 


in their scope, so as to include some 
points not touched in the measure before 
the House. le? 

Under these circumstances, the ques- 
tion is how far it would be desirable for 
the Government to move Amendments 
to these Bills in this House. I think 
it would possibly be more convenient for 
the Government to be able to explain 
their own proposals in the other House. 
and to deal with the whole subject when 
the right rev. Prelate’s Bills reach the 
House of Commons, if their own Bill 
is then in a position to be discussed. As 
| have already said, some Amendments 
will be required ; and if. therefore, the 
Government put no Amendments on the 
Paper in this House, they reserve full 
power to deal with the Bill in another 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords. [ think 
[ may congratulate the right rev. Prelate 
ou the step in advance which he has made 
by the introduction of this Bill. We all 
deeply regretted the non possumus given 
last vear by the noble Marquess opposite 
to the general proposal that this matter 
should be dealt with. 


THe PRIME MINISTER ann LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of SALIs- 
puky): Not this particular Bill. 


Ear SPENCER: The right rev. Pre- 
late did not introduce a Bill last year, but 
he proposed a general resolution that 
legislation was desirable on the lines of 
the able Report of the Royal Commission. 
This vear we have gone a step in advance, 
and | think that evervbody who has at 
heart the necessity of dealing with the 
gigantic subject must rejoice that at all 
events we have got the Government’s 
consent to the Second Reading of this 
Bill. small though it may be. As to the 
Government proposals, a great deal will 


depend upon when the Government Bill , 


is introduced. Probably, if it is soon 
introduced, it would be to the advantage 
of reform in this question if the right rey. 


(14 Marcu 1901} 


Prelate postponed the consideration of 
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his measure in Committee, but if the 
Government Bill is not to be introduced 
for a very long time, the only course will 
be for the right rev. Prelate to press on 


his Bill. 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thursday 
next. 


HABITUAL DRUNKARDS BILL 


[SECOND READING. ] 


[H.L. J. 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


*TuE Lorp Bishop or WINCHESTER : 
[ shall not detain your Lordships many 
minutes in moving the Second Reading 
of this Bill, especially after the kindly 
reception which has been given by His 
Majesty's Government to the Bill, which 
has just been read a second time, and 
which, | understand, will be extended 
to the two other Bills for which I have 
made myself responsible. 


THe Marevess or SALISBURY: 
What the noble Lord who spoke for the 
Government said was, that no opposition 
would be offered to the two Bills on the 
Paper to-day. The right rev. Prelate is 
extending that admission to a Bill which 
is to come on next week. I cannot 
promise so much. 


* THe Lorp Bisuorp or WINCHESTER : 
[ am thankful for small mercies, and am 
grateful to the noble Marquess for 
setting me right. What is known as the 
formation of a black list has been 
advocated outside Parliamentary Com- 
missions and outside Parliament for 
a long time. and itreceived what I am 
bound to say was to me a surprising 
amount of support from practically the 
whole body of the recent Royal Commis- 
sioners. It is perfectly obvious that such 
a proposal is fraught with certain patent 
difficulties. The proposal, roughly, is 
that any man who has been convicted 
three times during the course of one year, 
or nine times in all, of certain specified 
offences scheduled in the Inebriates Act of 
1898 may—not must—be placed by the 
court upon a black list, and a penalty will 
fall upon anyone who serves a man so 
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placed on the black list with intoxi- | of intemperance, whereas what is ordin- 
cating liquor, and a penalty will fall upon | arily called temperance legislation goes 
himself if he endeavours to obtain it. | in the direction of diminishing the oppor- 
The difficulty in the case of large towns is | tunities for obtaining intoxicating liquor, 
constantly brought forward, and it is | and isdirected equally against the person 
objected that identification would be| who is himself guilty of intemperance 
impossible, and that a man would only | and against the very large body of 
have to walk a quarter of a mile in order |innocent consumers who have no in- 
to obtain the liquor. That is perfectly | tention of committing intemperance, but 
true ; but there are many places besides | who are restricted in their natural 
large towns, and there would not be the | liberty by the desire of the temper- 
smallest difficulty in small towns and | ance reformers to deal with inebriate 
country districts. By another provision | persons. That seems to me unjust. The 
of the Bill habitual drunkenness comes | innocent consumption by temperate 
under the definition of cruelty, and | consumers of that which is not an 
enables a wife to claim judicial separation | illegal indulgence is not a liberty which 
from a drunken husband. Another pro-|it is right for Parliament to restrict, 
vision makes it an offence for a drunken | unless they are driven by some very 
person to be found in charge of a child in | supreme consideration to do so. _ It is not 
a public-house or in a_ public place. | the line upon which I think temperance 
These proposals obtained the approval of | reform ought to work. it would be 
the representatives of what may be called | irregular and inconvenient to enter into 
“the trade’ on the Royal Commission, | a discussion now. [ only wish to draw 
and I trust that your Lordships will see | as strongly as I can a distinction between 
your way to pass them in due time into | that legislation which punishes only 
law. Indeed, there is nothing in the Bill | intemperate men and that legislation 
that has not been agreed to by both the | which, desiring to punish and hinder 
majority and the minority on the Royal | the intemperate man, also grievously 
Commission. | ask your Lordships to affects the temperate consumer. | ear- 
give the Bill a second reading. nestly hope that the right rev. Prelate 
may have full success in the line which 

Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2.” | he is at present pursuing, and that the 
—(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) success of that line way induce him to 
| abstain from the other sort of legislation. 


THe Marevess or SALISBURY: 
I can only say that so far as this Bill is}! On Question agreed to; Bill read 2a, 
concerned I am entirely in sympathy accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
with the right rev. Prelate, and I hope | mittee of the whole House on Thursday 
that either he or the Government may | next. 
be successful in passing such a Bill during 
the present session. It appears to me 
that, though this is not a very large Bill 
in itself, it is important as marking a 
different object on the part of temperance| Lorp SANDHURST: My _ Lords, I 
advocates from that which they usually | beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
adopt. In this case it is desired to pro- | for India if he can give any inforniation 
mote temperance by legislation which is as to scarcity prevailing in some parts 
punitive as regards those who are guilty | of India; and whether the stability of 
of intemperance. That is a perfectly | the rupee has vet had any effect in aiding 
legitimate action for Parliament to take,| the introduction of capital in India. 
and I confess, without making any | Perhaps the noble Earl could also inform 
nledge on the subject, that I should be! me whether or not an inquiry is now 
inclined to go even a step further than | being held in Gujarat as to the way in 
the right rev. Prelate. But the difference | which the assessment is collected by 
between this legislation and that of which | certain natives. 1 understand there was 
we most ordinarily hear is that in this | an intention of holding such an inquiry, 
case the powers of the law are directed | certain serious allegations having been 
against those who commit the offence; made. I should also like to know 
The Lord Bishop of Winchester. 


INDIA—FOOD SUPPLY — REVENUE 
COLLECTION—FINANCE AND CUR- 
RENCY. 
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whether the noble Earl considers that 
the food supply of India is sufficient. 
That was the opinion held up to a year 
ago, but the continued scarcity which 
has prevailed may possibly have caused 
other conclusions to be arrived at. 
With regard to my question, whether 
the stability of the rupee has vet had 
any effect in aiding the introduction of 
capital into India, | am not quite certain 
if sufficient time has elapsed to enable 
any definite opinion to be at the disposal 
of the noble Earl; but in view of the 
immense importance of the question 
from an economic standpoint any state- 
ment which the noble Earl can lay before 
the House will be received with con- 
siderable interest. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror INDIA (The Earl of Harp- 
WICKE): The noble Lord asked me 
whether I could give him any infor- 
mation with regard to certain charges 
that have been made against subordi- 
nate revenue officers at Gujarat, and 
whether an inquiry is being held. I 
ean inform the noble Lord that an 
inquiry is taking place, but we have 
no official information as to what has 
transpired during the inquiry. The 
only information we have is the infor- 
mation gathered from the Indian press. 
In a few weeks that inquiry will, no 
doubt, be concluded, and we shall then 
have official information on the subject. 
The noble Lord asked whether experi- 
ence has shown that India is in a position 
to produce sufficient food to feed her 
inhabitants. That is, of course, a big 
question, and it would oecupy consider- 
able time if I were to explain all the 
intricate matters connected with it; 
but, generally speaking, the experience 
of last year has shown that India, even 
in time of famine, can produce sufficient 
food to feed her people. In spite of the 
facet that more than a quarter—pro- 
bably a third—of the food supply failed, 
the loss financially being estimated at 
£50,000,000, yet by railway communi- 
cation even the districts that were abso- 
lutely without crops were able to be 
supplied with food. I may mention in 


this connection that America sent four | 


ships containing wheat to Calcutta in 
December, 1899. Two cargoes were 


‘disposed of, but the other two ships had | 
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ito leave Caleutta and go to South Africa 
to dispose of their cargoes. 


I think that 
shows pretty clearly that sufficient food 


was available in India if it could only 


be conveyed to the districts where it was 
required. 
The latest information regarding the 


food supplies and harvest prospects of 


the country is contained in the following 
telegram, which was received yesterday 
from the Viceroy— 


‘In Burma, Bengal, North-West Provinces, 
Punjab, full average out-turn of rice and 
other autumn crops has been obtained, and, 
notwithstanding damage caused by rain and 
blight, an average spring crop is expected 
there. Population 150,000,000; food grain 
area 120,000,000 acres. In Madras, harvest 
all round below the average by about 20 per 
cent. Population 36,000,000 ; food grain area 
28,000,000 acres. In Bombay, Central Pro- 
vinces, and Berar with population 31,000,000 
and food grain area 38,000,000 acres, autumn 
harvest was poor, and area sown below the 
average. Spring crops prospects are dis- 
appointing in Central Provinces and Berar, 
and bad in large portion of Bombay. Prospects 
fair to good in Mysore, Central India, and 
Rajputana, with population 27,000,000; poor 
in Baroda and in great part of Hyderabad and 
Bombay States, with population 22,000,000. 
We anticipate that Burma, Bengal, and Upper 
India will have surplus food for those pro- 
vinces and states where crops are poor. Prices 
of wheat and other spring grains are high, 
especially in Bombay and Central Provinces, 
and it is possible that they may not fall much 
until next rains. Maize and millets are locally 
cheap in Upper India and also in Gujarat, and 
in part of Central Provinces. The food stocks 
of the country are believed to be smaller than 
usual, but will be replenished by coming 
harvest.” 


With regard to the latter part of the 
noble Lord’s question—namely, whether 
the stabliity of the rupee has yet had 
any effect in aiding the introduction of 
capital into India—I do not wish to 
anticipate the figures of the annual 
financial statement which will be sub- 
mitted to the Viceroy’s Council next 
week ; but I may state generally that 
one of the most important results of the 
steadiness in the price of the rupee— 
it has not been lower for some time than 
Is. 32d., and has constantly been at 
ls. 4d.—has been to retain capital in, 
and to attract capital to, India. A few 
years ago great anxiety and uncertainty 
prevailed, and dividends, earnings, and 
savings were hurriedly remitted to Eng- 
land in the fear of a further decline in 
the value of the rupee. That state of 
uncertainty, I am glad to say, is now 
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over, anu people are not afraid to remit 
money to India to their friends and 
relations, feeling secure, as they do, that 
there is no fear of any material fall in 
the price of the rupee. There has been 
an increase, too, during the last few 
years in the number of factories, the 
hands employed, and in the capital 
invested in the country. Then, again, 
there has been a large addition to the 
fleet of ships which trades between this 
country and India, which is, I think, 
an indication that capital must have 
gone to India. 

But the most striking and significant 
sign of the confidence that has been 
re-established in the financial system of 
India is to be observed in the railway 
statistics. In 1893 the capital invested 
in Indian railways was 155 millions ; 
in 1900 it had amounted to 200 millions. 
During those seven years the mileage 
had increased from 17,200 to 24,600 
miles, or an average of 1,000 miles a 
year. The first Indian railway was 
opened in 1853, and the railway revenue 
accounts for 1899-1900 showed for the 
first time during these forty-seven years 
a net profit of £76,000. That is in no 
sense a paper profit; but is arrived 
at after allowing four per cent. interest 
on all capital expenditure during all 
these years. I believe the returns for 
1900-1 will show a similar increase. If 
the noble Lord has any fears as to the 
influx of capital into India, I believe 
those fears are groundless. I think, if 
India is only spared the burden of 
plague and famine, that in the near 
future there is every prospect that she 
will enter on a new era of commercial 
prosperity. 


Lorp SANDHURST: I am_ very 
much obliged to the noble Earl for the 
information he has given us. But I 
would like to ask one further question, 
namely, whether in Gujarat the cattle 
have suffered so severely as is rumoured 2 
I saw it reported that about seventy per 
cent. of the cattle were dead. 


Tue Eart or HARDWICKE: I regret 
that I have no information with regard 
to eattle. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes 
before Six of the clock, till 
To-morrow, half-past Ten of 
the clock. | 


The Eurl of Hardwicke. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday. 14th March, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


RHYL BRIDGE BILL. (By ORDER.) 
Order for Second Reading read, anc 
discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY 
BILL. (By ORDER.) 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said this 
Bill was one which was familiar to the 
last Parliament. It dealt with the great 
London monopoly, with regard to which 
very serious complaint was made by those 
who suffered from it. Not only had 
London local authorities, but Parliament 
itself had had to investigate the affairs of 
this company. A Committee of that 
House in 1899 made certain recommen- 
dations which were to be carried out 
before any more capital was to be granted, 
and yet none of those recommendations 
had been carried out in the Bill now 
before them, although they had been 
accepted by the South Metropolitan Com- 
pany. The Gas Light and Coke Company, 
although it had the best area in the world 
for selling gas, charged 3s. 5d. per 1,000 
feet of gas. as against 2s. 8d. charged 
by the South Metropolitan Company, 
and each extra penny represented a 
charge of £80,000 a year on the people 
of London. Thus a single company, by 
this extra charge. levied a tax of three- 
quarters of a million sterling on the 
residents of a portion of the Metropolis. 
He proposed to move the rejection of the 
Bill, and although it might be suggested 
it was necessary to pass it in order to 
enable the company to get the capital 
they required to carry on their under- 
taking, he thought he would be able to 
prove that there was no immediate neces- 
sity for this Bill at all. The Bill sought 
to find further capital for the company, 
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which only required £200,000 of capital 
each year to carry on its undertaking. 
But the last balance-sheet. published 
three months ago, showed there was a 
balance of nearly £700,000 to the com- 
pany 's credit. Therefore it clearly had 
enough capital to enable it to go on for 
two or three years. Again, the company 
had got the permission of that House to 
issue £280,000 of capital—a permission 
of which it had not yet availed itself. 
Moreover. a Bill had recently passed 
through the House, one of whose objects 
was to enable this company to sell to the 
South Metropolitan Company a_ large 
area which it had on the south side of 
the river. This transaction could be 
completed in a moment, and it would 
put the Gas Light and Coke Company 
in possession of £900,000 of capital with- 
out incurring any additional charge for 
interest whatever. Therefore it was 
plain that the company could get the 
money it required without pressing 
through this Bill. The company had 
circulated among hon. Members a Paper 
in favour of the Bill which, he was sorry 
to say, was a very disingenuous docu- 
ment. It was said, in the first place. that 
a similar Bill had been read a second 
time two years ago, but it did not add 
that it was rejected by a Committee of 
the House of Lords. Moreover, the Bill 
of last vear was rejected by a Committee 
ot the House of Commons. Yet now 
they were asked to put the authorities of 
London to the trouble of again opposing 
a Bill which was precisely the same in es- 
sential matters. This Bill was opposed by 
the Corporation of the City of London, by 
the London County Council, and by all 
the local authorities in the area affected. 
They were unanimous in asking the 
House not to pass the Bill until the com- 
pany, in accordance with the recommen- 
dations of Parliament, had put its house 
in order. It was almost incredible that 
a private trading company should prove 
itself so recaleitrant, and so utterly dis- 
regard the opinions arrived at by the 
House after most careful deliberation. 
The Gas Light and Coke Company had 
given the House more trouble than any 
other private trading company in the 
country. As an instance of the hardship 
occasioned by the high price charged for 


gas. he would like to point to the penny- 


in-the-slot meters, of which there were 
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now some 200,000 in London, and for 
which, under the regime of this company- 
the poor had to pay on the average 
£2 16s. a year. If gas were supplied by 
the company at a fair price, as it was on 
the south side of the river, there would 
be a saving tothese poor people of between 
16s. and 18s. a year, which would con- 
stitute a very important addition to the 
fund for feeding and clothing the children. 
All classes of the community in London 
were vitally affected by this Bill, and he 
therefore asked the House to reject it. 


Mr. ALBAN GIBBS (City of London) 
seconded the motion for the rejection ot 
the Bill. He was, he said, happy for 
once to find himself in complete agree 
ment with the hon. Member opposite, 
and with the action of the County Council. 
The only attempt in the Bill to meet the 
recommendations of that House was in 
the redemption clause, and he was sure 
the House would agree that that clause 
was utterly perfunctory and insufficient. 
The Committee recommended that before 
any further power was given to the com- 
pany to issue fresh capital. the sliding 
scale should be reduced. But the com- 
pany had made no effort whatever to do 
that, and he therefore hoped that the 
House, without troubling a Select Com- 
mittee for the third time, would reject 
the Bill. 


Amendment proposed 


“To leave out the word ‘now, and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months. ”’—(1/r. Lough.) 


(Juestion proposed, * That the word 
‘now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. CRIPPS (Laneashire. Stretford) 
urged that, as a matter of business, there 
was no reason why this Bill should not 
be read a second time, in order that it 
might be properly discussed by a Com- 
mittee upstairs. It was undoubtedly the 
fact that the company wanted fresh 
capital, and it was in the interest of all 
parties that that capital should be raised 
in the most inexpensive way. The 
reason why two years ago a Bill was 
thrown out by a Committee of the House 
of Lords was because the time was in- 
opportune, for Sir James Rankin’s 
Committee had not then issued its 
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Report. The second Bill was thrown 
out because its terms were not in accord- 
anee with the recommendations of Sir 
James Rankin’s Committee. Last vear 
power was asked to issue two and a half 
millions of capital, but in this Bill 
the capital asked for had been re- 
duced to a million, in order to comply 
with the recommendations of Sir James 
Rankin’s Committee. It was the inten- 
tion of the company also to comply with 
the recommendations of that Committee 
in regard to the redemption clause, and 
the Committee upstairs could see that 
that was done. The question as to slot 
meters could likewise be more effectively 
dealt with by a Committee upstairs. What 
reason was there why this Bill should 
not have its Second Reading? Full 
opportunities would be given of dis- 
cussing all these objections before an 
impartial tribunal in the Committee 
upstairs. He thought that on these 
grounds — ordinary principles 
ought to be extended to the present case. 
and he hoped the House would adopt the 
Second Reading. 


business 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar) thought this measure was 
one of the most impudent proposals he 
had heard for many years. This question 
had already been before Committees of 
this House and the other House. who 
had made recommendations upon the 
subject, and yet this was identically the 
same Bill, and contained exactly those 
provisions which both this and the other 


House had decided against. The hon. 
Member for Stretford contended that 
this was a different Bill, but in the 


circular issued by the company they did 
not themselves claim that more than one 
out of five of the recommendations of 
the Committees had carried out. 
It was said that the company were now 
asking for a capital of £1,000,000 instead 
of the £2,500,000 previously applied for. 
But it was quite obvious that under the 
proposals of the company the money 
would last them for a much longer period 
than that which had been stated. Under 
the Bill passed by this House they were 
going to sell to the South Metropolitan 
Gas Company a portion of their area for 
something like £1,000,000, and with 
this sum and the amount provided for 
in the Bill they would then be able to 


Mr. Cripps. 


been 
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defy the House of Commons for a long 
time to come. Again, the company had 
picked out of the five recommendations 
made by the Committee only those which 
were of the least importance to the general 
public, and after doing this they claimed 
that they had complied with the Com- 
mittee’s recommendations. The 
mittee had come to the conclusion not only 
that this company was badly managed, 
but that it ought not to have special 
powers without complying with those 
recommendations, and until they were 
inserted in the Bill he hoped the House 
of Commons would refuse to pass it. 


Company Bill. 


Com- 


Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.) said he 
desired to join in the opposition to this 
Bill. Having regard to the nature of 
the measure, he thought they ought not 
to allow the loeal authorities to be in- 
volved in the cost of attending before 
the Committee upstairs. The local 
authorities had already borne the ex- 
pense twice. and he suggested that it 
would be most unbusinesslike to throw 
that cost upon them again. In those 
parts where this company had to com- 
pete with the South Metropolitan Gas 
Company they charged a lower rate, but 
when they had disposed of their South 
London property they would be free to 
charge the higher rate to their con- 
sumers in those districts. His 
stituents saw no reason why the ordinary 
consumers should be made to pay for 
mismanagement. The Committee which 
had been alluded to recommended that 
whenever another Bill was brought for- 
ward by this company it should contain 
a clause fixing the price to be charged 
for gas. But this Bill did not contain a 
clause. It was ridiculous for the com- 
pany to come to the House and ask them 
to pass a Bill against the wishes of all the 
local authorities. He hoped the House 
would decide to protect the consumer, 
and not show such a tender interest for 
some of these monopolies. If the rate- 
pavers of London knew the nature of 
this Bill they would be up in arms 
against it, and he hoped the House would 
teach this company a lesson, and throw 
out the Bill by a large majority. 


con- 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) 
pointed out that the City Corporation, 
the County Council, and all the local 
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authorities were unanimous in their 
chorus of condemnation in regard to 
this Bill. The hon. and learned Member 
for Stretford said that as a matter of 
business this Bill should be allowed 
to pass its Second Reading and be sent 
upstairs, but they had had so much of the 
Gas Light and Coke Company's legisla- 
tive proposals that they were getting 
tired of them in their attenuated form. 
He objected to discussing skeleton Bills 
which had been rejected by Committees 
of the House of Commons and the House 
of Lords, and until this company brought 
in their proposals in such a way that they 
could be accepted on matters of principle 
he was not disposed to allow the time ot 
the House to be wasted. Already this 
company had put the loeal authorities 
to an expenditure of somethin z between 
{7.000 and £10,000, which was 
utterly unjustifiable. What did the 
South Metropolitan Gas Company do 
when they asked tor legislation? They 
came forward with a whole. a full, and a 
good Bill, and they put all those proposals 
which the hon. Member for Stretford 
wished to be discussed upstairs into the 
Bill itself. In this way the local authori- 
ties had a chance of considering them 


fully, and the company were frank 
about it. The Gas Light and Coke 


Company. however, did no such thing. 
At the present time this company was 
charging the consumer 3s. 5d. per 1000 
teet for gas, which was 9d. per thousand 
more than the company on the south 
side whose Bill) had been passed this 
vear. He believed that that difference 
in price was inexcusable and indeten- 
sible. and he contended that with efficient 


Inanagement that extra charge of 9d. 
could be reduced to 4d. or 5d. The 
manager of the South Metropolitan 


Gas Company made no secret of it, for 
he had stated that if this House com- 
pelled all the gas companies to amalga- 
mate under his management, 2s. 8d. per 
thousand feet would be the uniform 
price all over London. At present 
the Gas Light and Coke Company charge 
3s. Od.. the South Metropolitan Gas 
Company 2s. 8d. the Crystal Palace 
Company 2s. 10d., the Wandsworth 


and Putney Company 2s. 4d.. or 11d. | 


less than this wealthy company which 
was introducing this Bill. He appealed 
to the House not to put up with these 


{14 Marcu 1901} 








Compony Bill. 1522 


extortions, and he asked hon. Members 
to reject this Bill because the local autho- 
rities were unanimous against it. He 
believed that the House of Commons 
had made up its mind that this company 
should not be allowed to continue to 
impose these exorbitant rates upon the 


consumers ot gas. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said 
that the constituency he represented 
had been the victim of these extortionate 
charges for a long time. The question 
involved was nothing less than the 
authority of the House of Commons 
itself. It was subversive of the authority 
of the House of Commons that a private 
company should be encouraged to ignore 
and disregard the representations of a 
Select Committee. He was not there 
to advocate all the recommendations of 
the Select Committee. It was quite 
possible that the House of Commons 
itself might find some of them could 
not be given effect to. He would remind 
the House what this company had 
done. They first introduced a_ Bill 
when the inquiry by the Select Com- 
mittee was going on. Then they intro- 
duced a Bill ignoring altogether the 
recommendations of the Committee, 
and now. forsooth, they had the face to 
come betore a Committee of the House 
obeying those recommendations of the 
Committee which were of least value 
to the consumers, and disregarding 
every other one. That system of dealing 
was not becoming on the part of a private 
company, and he hoped that the House 
would, by rejecting the Bill. tell the 
company that they would not be treated 
in that way. 


THe PRESIDENT oF THe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Geranp Barrour. Leeds, 
Central) said the matter they were con- 
sidering had heen before two Private Bill 
Committees, in two successive years—one 
a Committee of the House of Lords, 
and the other a Committee of the House 
of Commons. The Committee of the 
House of Commons had in distinet 
and emphatic terms objected to the 
Bill on the ground that the company 
had not given effect to the recommenda- 
tions of the Select Committee of 1899. 
The Bill now before the House was 
substantially the same as the one of 








Great Eustern 


1523 


1899 and 1900. Notwithstanding what 
had been said by the hon. and learned 
Member for Stretford, he failed to see 
that the company had complied with 
the Committee's recommendations, and 
he was sorry to say that he was forced 
very reluctantly to ask the House not 
to read the Bill a second time. 


Mr. CRIPPS said that, having regard 
to the opinions expressed in the House. 
he was authorised on behalf of the pro- 
moters, to ask Jeave to withdraw the Bill. 


Amendment. by leave, withdrawn. 


Motion, by leave. withdrawn. 


Bill withdrawn. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
(BY ORDER.) 

Order read, tor resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to Question [12th 
March]. That the Bill be now read 
second time.” 


And which Amendment was 

“To leave out the word ‘now. and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’ ” (Wr. Bell.) 
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Question again proposed, * That the 
word ‘ now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. PENN (Lewisham) said might 
facilitate matters if he made a_ short 
statement as to what the promoters were 
prepared to do. They were willing to 
introduce atter Clause 27 the words, * It 
shall not be compulsory upon any servant 
of the company to become a member of 
the society.” Those words were similar 
to words introduced in the Laneashire 
and Yorkshire Railway Act of 1897, and 
in the Great Northern Railway Act of 
the same year. He trusted that the 
Amendment would satisty the House. 


Mr. BELL (Derby) said he was glad 
that the hon. Member tor Lewisham had 
seen his way clear to meet the suggestion 
he had made, but he certainly could not 
accept the Amendment now without 
further consideration, and he therefore 
moved the adjournment of the Debate. 


Motion made, and Question — put, 
That the Debate be now adjourned.” 
(Ur. Lough.) 


The House divided :— Aves. 151 : Noes, 
L60. (Division List No. 65.) 
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Wason, John C. (Orkney) 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question again proposed. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS suggested that 
when railway directors desired, to pro- 
mote Bills such as the one under discus- 
sion, which, in spite of all that was said 
to the contrary, did interfere with the 
liberty of the subject. and prevented free 
and untettered combination on the part 
of the employees, they should in future 
consult the hon. Member for Derby, who 
had just as much right to speak for 
railway men as a railway director had 
to place his name on the back of a railway 
Bill. The original clause made it obliga- 
tory upon the men to join the company’s 
henefit society, but under the new clause 
the membership was to be optional. He, 
knew what “ optional ~ railway 
funds meant. In the event of a member 
too closely examining the details—actu- 
arial position and so on-——he would soon 
find his occupation gone. He instanced 
the case of a man in the employment 
of the London and North-Western 
Railway Company who, having protested 
against the provident fund, was called 
upon by a superior official to give an 
explanation of what it was he objected 
to. The man lost his employment. 


however. 


LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
Member give me 


) 


COLONEL 
ping): Can the hon. 
the name of that employ 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: No, I decline to 
do that, and I have as much right to 
refuse the name as the War Office has 


to refuse the names of generals, but I 
may say [ did not mention the Great 


Eastern Railway. Proceeding, the hon. 
Member said he objected to railway funds 
altogether,on the very simple ground that 
the men did not get the same amount of 
henefit for their money as they would 
obtain from an ordinary friendly society, 
supervised by the Registrar of Friendly 
Societies and under legislative safeguards 
and conditions. Railway service was 
more dangerous than many other spheres | 
of employment, and it stood to reason | 


that with only 8.000 or 9.000 members } i 
‘ 


{COMMONS} 
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| "a FOR THE NOES 
Mr. Renshaw and Mr. 


to meet that greater risk the benefit 
could not be so large as in the case of a 
society with perhaps half a million mem- 
bers. There was another objection to 
it. He did not believe that these railway 
funds were promoted either for philan- 
thropic or benevolent purposes. Take 
the case of a Great Eastern Railway 
platelaver getting sixteen shillings per 
week. That man would have to con- 
tribute to an accident fund and also to a 
burial fund out of his very limited wages. 
This Bill also a an orphan fund 
to compete with the better fund provided 
by the Amalgamated Society of Railway 
Servants. Out of such limited wages 
no man should be compelled against his 
will to contribute to three or four funds, 
(1) beeause he did not get value for his 
money, and (2) because he ought to be 
free to transfer his labour where he could 
get the most profitable employment 
without sustaining the parting 
with all his past contributions. In these 
railway funds the men dic. not get full 
value for their money: they interfered 
with freedom of promotion, and also 
prevented aman getting that continuous 
which was possessed by 
friendly society. 


loss of 


investment 
every member ot a 
Take. for example, the Amalgamated 
Society of Railway Servants, the Odd- 
fellows. or the Hearts of Oak. Suppose 
a platelaver belonged to any of these 
societies, his investment was con- 
tinuous: whereas, as a member of this 
fund, if he worked at Liverpool 
Street station and was transferred to the 
North Western Railway he would lose all 
he had paid in. What was more, suppos- 
ing he was a patriotic platelayer, and 
went out to South Africa, in response to 
the Government request for men, to join 
the railway pioneer corps in order to 
rebuild the lines from Kimberley to 
Bulawayo which the Boers had destroyed. 
the moment he went on board ship at the 
dock he would lose all the benefits of 
his membership of this society. Why 
did not the Great Eastern Railway Com- 
pany employ the staff engaged on these 
peddling schemes of sick funds, accident 
‘funds, burial funds, and orphan funds; 
in improving the passenger traffic at 
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Liverpool Street, and the general ad- 
ministration of the railway? In 1899 
the House of Commons appointed a 
Committee to inquire into the working 
ot shop clubs and railway funds, and the 
spirit and letter of the operation of these 
were adversely criticised by that Com- 
mittee. It might be said that that criti- 
cism had been got rid of by the Great 
Eastern directors by the concessions 
which they had made. Nothing of the 
sort. The most objectionable condition 
was still retained, and he hoped that the 
directors would make a further conces- 
sion. Why ask the men to contribute to 
no fewer than four funds? The reason 
was that this was an insidious device to 
divert the railway workmen's subscrip- 
tions from their trades unions, which 
protected them from long hours and 
short wages, and gave them better 
friendly society benefits than the Great 
Eastern Railway Company possibly could, 
and to render it impossible for these men 
to remain in their trade unions. If a 
workman was paying 10d. a week to 
these tour schemes, and had only 16s. 
a week wages. it was obvious that he 
could not go on paying 5d. a week to his 
trade union. The wife would come along 
and say, “ Tom, I wish you had wages 
enough for both the trade union and the 
railway societies, but you have not” 
and over the tea-table Tom would 
reply, “ What am I to do?” Jane, 
the wife. would say, “ You had better 
choose the side on which your bread 
is buttered. If you do not do so, 
foreman this or superintendent that may 
probably carry it to the right or wrong 
quarter, and if you do not belong to the 
company’s funds you will be spotted, 
your promotion will be checked, and ulti- 
mately you will lose your employment. ” 
And so the poor man would give in. 
The object of this scheme, therefore, was 
to hit the trade unions, to kill the freedom 
of the men, and to assist the directors 
who had not the capacity to get on good 
terms with their employees on account 
of some imaginary strike that was to 
come off. It was not for the House of 
Commons to play the game of the rail- 
way directors, but to uphold the liberty 
of the workmen. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR reminded 
the House that on the last occasion on 
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' which this Bill had been discussed objec- 

tion was taken to the provident funds 
clause, and the adjournment of the 
debate was moved in order to give the 
directors of the Great Eastern Railway 
Company, the promoters, an opportunity 
of amending the clause. Now the 
hon. Member for Lewisham, on behalf 
of the company, expressed his willingness 
to amend the clause as follows: ‘* It shall 
not be compulsory upon any servant of 
the company to become a member of the 
society. Nothing could be more clear 
or satistactory than that. He was bound 
to say he did not think the speech of the 
hon. Member for; Battersea had any 
reference to the question now before the 
House. He could not help thinking 
that that hon. Member had come down to 
the House primed with a speech on the 
suspicion that the directors would not 
give way. But they had given way, and 
the hon. Member for Battersea was not 
willing to forego the opportunity of 
making his prepared speech. The clause 
in its original form was not objectionable 
in any respect, but in its amended form 
it conceded everything that had been 
asked, and there was no reason why the 
Second Reading of the Bill should not be 
taken. 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) thought 
that the concession made by the hon. 
Member for Lewisham was_ probably 
useful. He would be the last to deny it, 
but he thought that it would have been 
only courteous had the hon. Gentleman 
come to hon. Members on that side of the 
House who took an interest in the subject 
and asked them whether the Amend- 
ment met their views or not. Would it 
not be wise, if it were possible, for the 
promoters to reconsider their determina- 
tion, and give the opponents of the Bill 
an opportunity of considering how the 
operation of these words would affect 
their case? It was an extremely im- 
portant Bill, and the House would 
remember how questions such as these 
were fought out day after day when the 
Compensation Bill was before the House. 
He thought it was only reasonable that 
the House should allow the debate to be 
adjourned for a day or two. 


*THE SECRETARY oF STATE For THE 
/-HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcuie, 
Croydon) said it was not usual to make 
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any arrangement with any person to 
discuss a form of words to be introduced 
into a Bill. The usual procedure was to 
discuss the form when the Bill got into 
Committee, which practice had been 
followed by the hon. Member for 
Lewisham. The right hon. Member for 
Fife had asked the hon. Member whether 
the promoters would be prepared to 
insert words to make it clear that the 
clause was not compulsory. Now the 
hon. Member came to give in the House 
the undertaking for which he had been 
asked in the House. If it could be shown 
to the Committee upstairs that the words 
did not carry out the undertaking, the 
hon. Member would be prepared to con- 
sider other words. 


*Mr. BELL desired to make an explana- 
tion. In the course of his opposition to 
the Bill he had received resolutions from 
different centres of the Great Eastern 
Railway Company's district opposing the 
Bill. first in regard to the question of com- 
pulsion, and secondly because it was an 
effort of the directorate to deprive the 
employees of benefit for injuries. That 
was an injustice, and he could not accept 
anything while that clause was allowed 
to remain. 

(Cornwall, Camborne) 


Mr. CAINE 


{COMMONS} 
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‘more important measure than many 


was of opinion that it was not only a/| 
question of people being compelled to join | 


the society, there were other questions, 
such as the control by the men and 


the right to withdraw, neither of which | 


points had been touched by the Amend- 
ment. 


*Str FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley) opinion that 
nothing would be lost by an adjournment 
being granted. On the contrary, he 
thought there would be a great saving of 
time if the debate were adjourned, that 
an amicable settlement might be arrived 
at as to the words to be introduced into 
he Bill at a later stage. He did not agree 
with the President of the Board of Trade 
that these words would have an effect on 
the foremen throughout the railway 
system. The foremen would still select 
men for promotion, and the fact that a 
man had not joined the society would 
have an effect as to his selection or non- 
selection by the foreman. It was a far 
Mr. Ritchie. 


was of 


Members thought. and he hoped, for the 


sake of the peaceful settlement of the 


interests concerned, that the hon. Member 
would see his way to adjourning the 
debate. It did not seem to him that 
there would be any loss of dignity on the 
part of his hon. friend the Member for 
Lewisham in agreeing to such a course. 
The Bill had many features of extra- 
ordinary public value, independently of 
of the clause in dispute. 


CoLtonEL LOCKWOOD — hoped _ his 
hon. friend would not accept the sug- 
gestion which had just been made. 
The hon. Members for Battersea and 
Derby were not content with this Bill 
when it was obligatory, they were not 
content with it when it was not obligatory: 
and he would like to know what con- 
cession on the part of any railway com- 
pany would ever make them contented, 
unless it exactly coincided with their own 
political and social views. Not content 
with general charges, the hon. Member 
for Battersea made a further charge 
against the London and North Western 
Railway Company, a company with 
which he himself was connected. The 
hon. Member made a very serious charge 
against that company, but refused to give 
the name of the man. 


BURNS: I will give 
it at once—it is Robert White. wagon 
examiner, of the London and North 
Western Railway, who, after twenty-one 
vears service, was dismissed and forfeited 
all his benefits except Ibs. 6d. 


Mr. JOHN 


CoLONEL LOCKWOOD : I should be 
very sorry to accept that statement as 


‘being correct until I have had an oppor- 


tunity of checking it. [Opposition cries 


of “Oh.” and “Withdraw.”| 1 have 
nothing to withdraw. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Ii the hon. and 


gallant Member had said that he con- 
sidered that the hon. Member for Batter- 
sea had wilfully made a misstatement, 
of course he would have to withdraw 
the expression, and would do so, | am 
sure : but what he said was. I understand. 


‘that he does not accept the statement 


made as being a true version of the facts. 
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Mr. JOHN BURNS: I do not ob- 
ject ; I regard it as a directorial con- 
tradiction. and we know how they come. 


CotonEL LOCKWOOD said it was 
pefectly clear that the hon. Members 
for Battersea and Derby objected to the 
railway companies having any benefit 
societies. The hon. Members objected 
to such societies running counter to their 
own. 


*Str JOSEPH PEASE (Durham, Bar- 
nard Castle) said the point on which 
the debate turned was the principle 
whether a man should or should not 
he compelled to join the society. The 
actual words had to be brought up in 
Committee on the Bill, as on the prin- 
ciple the House was agreed. The Home 
Secretary had already pointed out that 
the form of the Amendment could not 
be brought up on the Second Reading 
of the Bill. He might say that many years 
ago in a similar case similar words 
were accepted, and those words were 
discussed and agreed to by everybody 
interested before the Bill in question 
reached 
Bill contained a great many things 
advantageous to the districts through 
which the Great Eastern Railway passed. 
and the Bill need not now be detained in 
its Second Reading stage. If the proposals 
promised were not found in the Bill 
when it went into its subsequent stages 
the Bill would have a very rough time 
in the House. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs), who spoke amid great in- 
terruption and cries of ** Divide!”’ said 


it was all very well for railway directors 


earning their fees in the House to attempt 
to prevent free discussion, but so far 
as he was concerned they would not 
succeed. It was very unfortunate that 
the promoters would not accept the 
suggestions which had been offered. It 
was unfortunate an adjournment had 
not been granted. The speeches de- 


‘livered showed that there was a greater 


difference than was supposed by the 
President of the Board of Trade. The 
concession was not a real one, hon. 
Gentleman having whittled away the 
whole of the concession as it was repre- 
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the Committee stage. This | 
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Home Secretary. The hon. Member in 
charge of the Bill said he would be 
willing to introduce a clause which 
should. have the effect of eliminating 
compulsion, and he would read the words 
to the House, but nobody without taking 
the words down and considering them 
carefully could possibly say they were 
sufficient for the purpose. They would 
be asked were they going to reject this 
Bill, which might involve large considera- 
tions, which had been threshed out in 
Committee. and for which there had been 
all this expenditure, simply because they 
could not accept these words in regard 
to one particular clause. The promoters 
knew. and the President of the Board of 
Trade knew also, that this was the only 
real opportunity they would have of 
discussing these words. The matter 
had been discussed in regard to other 
companies. ‘Two specific points had been 
put to the promoters. One was, were 
they willing that the men should control 
this fund; the other, were they going 
to permit men to withdraw their savings 
if they were dismissed from the employ- 
ment of the company? That constituted 
the key to the whole situation, and if the 
promoters did not give to the House some 
assurance upon those two points, he 
hoped every opportunity would be taken 
of opposing the Bill. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(Mr. J. W. Lowruer, Cumberland, 
Penrith) said he would appeal to the 
House not to take upon itself at this 
stage the functions of a Committee. 
He humbly submitted that this was 
not the time to discuss the point; 
the time to do that was when the 
Bill was in Committee. If they were 
going on in that way, it was obvious 


that on the Second Reading of measures 
‘they would 


be occupying time on 
matters which ought to be taken up 
by the Committee, which was the proper 
body to go into the drafting of Clause 27. 
If the House would give the Bill a Second 
Reading and allow it to go to a Com- 
mittee, he would take an early oppor- 
tunity of getting his hon. friend the 
Member for Lewisham to meet him in 
his room, and he would invite the hon. 
Member for Derby, and they would 


) |consider together whether those words 
sented by the right hon. Gentleman the 


carried out the intentions in the minds 
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of the two hon. Members who had spoken. 
He thought that a few moments con- 
versation would achieve all that was 
desired, but supposing the consultation 
proved unsuccessful, the Committee would 
still have an opportunity of drafting 
such words as they thought suitable, 
and after that occasion, if the Bill came 
back to the House in a form not accept- 
able to the hon. Member for Derby. 
there would yet be an opportunity on 
the Report stage for the hon. Member 
to suggest any other words. He thought 
that was an offer which his hon. friend 
the Member for Lewisham would be 
willing to accept. 


Mr. PENN: I am willing to adopt 


that course. 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire. 
Northwich) said that. as a rule, upon 
Committees upstairs there was no one 
to represent the public, because each 
party represented their personal and 
pecuniary interests. Under such  cir- 
cumstances, it was very difficult to pro- 
tect the public interests. The House 
was asked, in spite of what had been 
said by the hon. Member for Lewisham, 
to allow this company to compel their 
men to contribute to a fund in which 
it was a condition, no matter how many 
years a man paid into it, that he should 
sacrifice the whole when he lett the 
employment ot the company. They 
ought not to consent to give a clause to 
a railway company to enforce such a 
condition that. He heartily wel- 
comed the interposition of the Chairman 
of Committees. 


as 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) thought he ought 
to have an opportunity of putting a 
point which no one had yet put. There 
had been considerable friction between 
the men employed and the company, 
and that friction had been so great at 
times that there had been danger of a 
strike occurring. <A strike on the Great 
Eastern Railway would be the means 
of the dislocation of a great part of the 
labour of London, because a large number 
of workmen were brought up to London 
by that line. The danger of a strike 
which this clause might produce would 
at once be seen, and he hoped the House 


Mr. J. W. Lowther. 
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would be very careful not to permit the 
company to have such a power. 


*Mr. BELL said the suggestion made 
by the Chairman of Committees was 
certainly a point in advance of what the 
promoter of the Bill had said. He was 
prepared to accept the right hon. Gentle- 
mans suggestion, provided the con- 
ference took place before the notice he 
had down for an Instruction to the 
Committee was reached. The condi- 
tions laid down in his previous statement 
were that the clause should be with- 
drawn for the present session, so that 


the employees might make arrange- 
ments of their own. 
*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: | am quite 


willing to do that. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR $ (Liverpool, 
Scotland) asked if the right hon. Gentle- 
man meant by his proposal that if the 
Second Reading was allowed to pass 
u conference would then take place 
hetween the representatives of the rail- 
way company and the hon. Members 
alluded to in order to see if some agree 
ment could be arrived at ! 


*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: [ am quite 


willing to give such an undertaking. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: As the hon. Mem 
ber for Derby speaks of moving his 
Instruction afterwards. it is only fair that 
I should tell him that I do not think | 
should be justified in allowing the hon. 
Member to move his Instruction, for it 
would be asking the House to debate 
over again the exact question raised by 
him on the Second Reading. 


*Mr. BELL: I am much obliged to 
you. Mr. Speaker. for the interpretation 
you have given. 


Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon 
mouthshire, W.) asked if that ruling 
applied also to the Committee. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Not at all. This 
point has already been the subject of 
discussion. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd 
vil) said it was within his knowledge 
that a considerable number of Members 
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were prepared to vote for the Second 
Reading if Clause 27 were deleted. ‘The 
effect of the Speaker’s ruling would be 
that the Second Reading would be got 
with the clause in the Bill, and no oppor- 
tunity would be given for taking it out. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Does the hon. Mem- 
ber withdraw his Amendment ? 


Mr. BELL: I understand that I can 
raise the question on the Report stage. 
On that understanding I beg leave to 
withdraw my Amendment. 


Main Question put, and agreed to.— 
Bill read a second time, and committed. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Committee to insert the following 
clause :-— 


No scheme tor the establishment of a 
provident fund under this Act shall 
come into operation until it has been 
registered by the Registrar of Friendly 
Societies under the Friendly Societies 
Act.—(Mr. Strachey.) 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL. 


Mr. BELL said the objection he had 
to the North British Railway Bill was 
not a very strong one. He had had a 
short conference with the promoters, 
and had expressed the objections of the 
employees to one of the clauses. Under 
this clause the company sought to em- 
ploy police on the same lines as the county 
and borough police. The privileges 
which railway police had had for some 
years past had been largely abused as 
against railway servants, who had been 
assaulted and wrongfully arrested upon 
suspicion, and wrongful searches of 
their houses had often been made. He 
thought the instances of this kind which 
had been brought before the public 
lately were a good reason why they 
should have some expression of opinion 
from the representative of the company. 
The railway servants objected to the 
police having power to follow and arrest 
any person who had departed from any 
railway station. He begged to move 
his Instruction. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
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mittee to strike out sub-section (3) in 
Clause 45 of the North British Railway 
Bill.’"—(Mr. Bell.) 


THe Eart or DALKEITH (Roxburgh- 
shire) assured the hon. Member for Derby 
that it was not the intention of the direc- 
tors of the North British Railway that 
their employees should be harassed un- 
necessarily by such proceedings, but he 
was not quite sure that this clause made 
very much difference in regard to their 
position. This clause had been intro- 
duced to enable them to follow luggage 
thieves rather than for matters of that 
kind, and a similar clause had already 
been introduced into nine other railway 
Bills. The clause had been considered 
by the Home Office, and the form which 
had been adopted was based on the 
model clause which was generally en- 
forced. It was the last wish of the 
directors to harass their men or accuse 
them unjustly, but if there was any- 
thing of that kind in this clause, they 
might discuss it in Committee upstairs. 
He thought it would be most injudicious, 
and contrary to the practice of the House, 
to adopt Instructions of this kind at the 
present stage. He hoped the hon. 
Member would not press his Instruction, 
because it would, if passed, fetter the 
discretion of the Committee very much 
in dealing with this question. 


Mr. BELL: | beg leave to withdraw 
my motion. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP D). 

The CHAIRMAN of Ways and MEANS 
informed the House that the Committee 
on Group D of Private Bills not being 
appointed to meet until Thursday next, 
the parties opposing the Heckmondwike 
Gas (Transfer) Bill, which was set down 
for consideration on the first day of the 
meeting of the Committee, had appeared 
before him and proved that the evidence 
of Arthur Frederick Goodson, Secretary 
to the Heckmondwike Gas Company, 
Gas Works, Heckmondwike, was essential 
to their case, and that his attendance 
could not be procured without the inter- 
vention of the House. 


Ordered, That the said Arthur Frede- 
rick Goodson do attend the Committee 
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on Group D of Private Bills on Thursday 


next, at half-past Eleven of the clock.— 
(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


PETITIONS. 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
TION SCHOOLS). 
Petition from Bedford, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
INHABLITED HOUSE DUTY AND 
INCOME TAX. 
Petition from Westminster. for altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE. 
Petitions for extension to women, 


from Bolton; and Longforgan; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petition from Chertsey, in favour; to’ 


lie upon the Table, 

bo 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, trom Cleator 
Moor ; Wark on Tyne; Gateshead (two); 
Otley ; Cuckfield; Longcott and Fern- 
ham ; Nigg; Holme Eden ; Birmingham 
(three); Lincoln (one): Tow Law; 
Abersychan ; Edinburgh (four) ; Dulver- 
ton; Teesdale; Sheftield (three) ; Norton ; 
Carlisle (three) ; Chorley; Govan; New 
Whittington ; York (two) ; Hull; Tarvin ; 
and Barrow in Furness; to lie upon the 
Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour. from Wick and 


Pulteneytown ; Hamilton; Nigg ; Cam- 
busnethan ; Dunfermline: Tomintoul ; 
Liberton; Loanhead: Duffus; Edin- 


burgh; Rattray; Wishaw; Dingwall ; 
Newton Stewart ; Gardenstown ; Alloa ; 
New Muchar; Dumfries; and Keith; 
to lie upon the Table. 
SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 
BILL. 
Petitions against. from Alva; Dun- 
fermline ; and Cowdenbeath ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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ST. CROSS HOSPITAL, WINCHESTER. 
Return [presented 13th March] to be 
printed. [No. 83.] 


CHURCH ESTATES COMMISSION. 

Copy presented, of Fiftieth Report 
from the Church Estates Commissioners 
for the year preceding Ist March, 1901 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 7th January, 1901, granting a 
retired allowance to Mr. E. A. de Wiele, 
Admiralty Writer, under the Act ;by 
Act]: to lie upon the Table. 

LUNACY (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Rules for the Engi- 
neer and the Plumber of the Inverness 
District Asylum [by Act]; to lie upon the 


Table. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION 
(PROCEEDINGS). 

Copy presented, of Return of Proceed- 
ings during the month of November, 
1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


BANKRUPTCY COURTS (IRELAND). 

Annual Returns presented, of the 
Official Assignees of the Court of Bank- 
ruptey in Ireland and the Local Courts, 
Belfast and Cork, for the year 1900 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION (CODE 1901). 

Copy presented, of Code of Regulations 
for Day Schools, with Schedules and 
Appendices, by the Board of Education 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY. 

Copy presented. of Memorandum of 
Field Marshal Viscount Wolseley and 
of Memoranda thereon [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Controverted Elections.—Further Re- 
turn, Copy of Minutes of Evidence and 
Judgment in the Cockermouth Election 
Trial [ordered 22nd February; Mr. 

Attorney General]. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
OFFICIALS. 


a 


Return ordered, ‘ showing the names, 
dates of appointments, and emoluments 


of all Officials transferred by virtue of the , 


provisions of The Local Government 
(Ireland) Act, 1898, to County, 
Councils, or Boards of Guardians, with 
the salaries of every such official as fixed 
hy these bodies, or as determined by the 
Local Government Board ; the increases 
in the poundage rates consequent upon 
the operation of these provisions of the 
Act where the salaries were increased ; 
the amount proposed to be paid by these 
hodies to any such ofticial by way of 
compensation or retiring allowance, and 
the amount determined by the Treasury 
on appeal to be pavable.”—( Mr. Wynd- 
ham.) 


WINES IMPORTED, 
showing the quan- 
various degrees of 


Return ordered, ** 
tity of Wines, at the 
strength, which were imported into the 
United Kingdom in 1900 from Spain, 


Portugal, Madeira, France, Germany, 
Holland, Italy, Australasia, and other 


countries (in continuation of Parliamen- 
155. of Session 1900).”’ 


(Mr. T. R. Dewar.) 


CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS. 

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that 
he had received from the Judges for the 
time being on the rota for the trial of 
Election Petitions the following Certifi- 
cate and Report relating to the Election 
for§the Cockermouth Division of the 
County of Cumberland :— 


COCKERMOUTH ELECTION PETITION. 


In the High Court of Justice, King’s Beneh 
Division. 

The Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868. 
The Corrupt and Ilegal Practices Prevention 
Acts, 1854 to 1895. 

To the Right Honourableithe Speaker of the 
House of Commons. 

Electien for the Cockermouth Division of 
the County of Cumberland, holden on the 
4th day of October, 1900. 

In the matter of an Election Petition for 
the said Division presented to the High 
Court of Justice on the 19th day of 

November, 1900. 

Sohn Armstrong, - 
bank, Benjamin Brown, James Beck, 
William Cooper, and Barwise Henderson, 
Petitioners, and John Scurrah Randles, 
Respondent. 
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We, Sir Charles John Darling, Knight, and 
Sir Arthur Moseley Channell, Knight, Judges 
of the High Court of Justice, and two of the 
Judges on the rota for the time being for the 
trial of Election Petitions in England and 
Wales, do hereby, in pursuance of the said 
Acts, certify that, upon the 26th, 27th, and 
28th days of February, 1901, we duly held a 
Court at the Mission Hall, Duke Street, 
Workington, for the trial of and did try 
the said Election Petition between the said 
Petitioners and the said Respondent. 

And in further pursuance of the said Acts 
we report that at the conclusion of the said 
trial we determined that the Respondent, 
being the Member whose Election and return 
were complained of in the said Petition, was 
duly elected and returned, and that his Elee- 
tion was not void, and we do hereby certify 
such our determination to you. 

And whereas charges were inade in the said 
Petition that various egal practices therein 
specified had been committed in reference to 

| Respor dent and his 


Elections. 


the said Election by the 











agents, we, in further pursu of the said 
Acts, report as follows : 
) That no illeeva practice was pre ved to 
have heen cominiited im io the 
said Election be or with » knowledge 
and consent of the non 
(b) That no persens o have 
been euilty ofany illeval o other 
than the acts or omissions set oul in para- 
graph (e) | 
(c there is no reason to believe that 
a8 i s ied at 
the said Ele 
(d) That the Res WAS 1 eved to 
have been enilts bY his ave egal 
practice 6 sions 
set out in 
(e) Tha ib certain ot ! a ‘ omissions 
alleged in the said Petition to be illegal 
pr retices as havir y een Comin ‘ It 
Election agent, sub-avents, or 0: 
of the Respondent im contra 
20th and 33rd sections of the ¢ orruy 
Heval Practices Prevention Act 
munely : (l) the useot a room o ensed 
premises comniuttee room, and (2) the 
return of the Election expenses of he 


Respondent at the said ection by his 
Election agent not being in all partientars 
in accordance with the form ovided by 
the said Act, arose from rtenee or 
from some other reasonable cause of a like 
nature, and did not arise from any want 
of good faith, and under such cireumstanees 
it seemed just to the Court that the said 
Respondent, iis Election avent, sub-agents, 
or other agents should not be subject to 
any of the consequences under the said 
Act of the said acts or omissions, and the 
Court therefore made an order pursuant 
to the 23rd section of the said Act allow- 
ing the said acts or omissions to be excep- 
tions from the provisions of the said Act 
which might otherwise have made them 
or any of them an illegal practice or 
practices. 

(f) That the other illegal practices alleged 
in the said Petition were not proved. or 
were disproved. 


nad 
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A Copy of the evidence and of our judgment 
herein taken by the deputies of the shorthand 
writer of the House of Commons accompanies 
this our Certificate. 


(Juestions. 


CHARLES DARLING. 
A. M. CHANNELL. 


QUESTIONS. 

SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—MR. 
HOFMEYR’S MISSION. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
if he can state who was responsible for 
sending Mr. Adrian Hofmeyr to Pre- 
toria ; what were the actual terms of 
his engagement there ; and what salary 
did he receive ; 
had been suspended from the Dutch 
Church for immorality was known to 


those who appointed him, and why care | 


was not exercised in making inquiry 
before accepting Mr. Hofmeyr’s  ser- 
vices, and if in future the antecedents of 
those employed by the Government in 
South Africa will be impartially inquired 
into; and whether he is aware that 
statements made publicly by Mr. Hof- 
meyr when lecturing in England during 
the General Election as to his treatment 
at the hands of the Boers were charac- 
terised by General Baden-Powell as 
fabrication. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr 7) CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): ' telegraphed the 
substance of the first two paragraphs of 
the hon. Member’s question to Sir A. 
Milner, and have received the following 
reply :— | 


“Lord Kitchener asked me to send Mr. 
Hofmeyr to Pretoria if | thought that he would 
be of use, and as I did think so [| sent him 
then and there. No employment was speci- 
fied ; I simply told him that [ wanted him to 
place his services entirely at Lord Kitchener’s 
disposal, and that I could not say for how long 
or short a time he might be wanted, but that 
while employed he would be paid at the rate 
of £50 per month plus actual travelling ex- | 
penses. I take sold responsibility for this 
arrangement ; was not aware, and I am not now 
aware, he was suspended for immorality. I 
was aware that there had heen some scandal 
about him two years ago and that he had | 
quitted post of Dutch Reformed minister at 
Wynberg.” 


As to the third paragraph. I have no 
information. 





ADRIAN | 
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'the hon. Gentleman that Mr. Hofmeyr 
was not employed by Lord Kitchener. 


Questions. 


NAVAL BRIGADE DESPATCHES. 

|; Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
| N.E.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
| Admiralty whether he will lay upon the 
| Table the despatches in regard to the 
| Naval Brigade in South Africa which 
were published in the London (Gazette of 
| the 12th instant. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
| RALTY (Mr. Arnowp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): There will be no objection to laying 
these Papers if the right hon. Gentleman 
will move for them. 


whether the fact that he | 


COLONIAL TROOPS—STATISTICS, 
*Smrr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether it is 
possible to state the number of men sent 
to South Africa by the Dominion ot 
Canada, the colony of New Zealand, 
and each of the six Australian colonies 
respectively, and the number in each 
case who have completed their service 
and returned to their colonies ; also the 
number in the case of each of these 
colonies now serving in South Africa. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The figures are too numerous to 
read out to the House, but I will lay 
them on the Table, as far as it is possible 
to give them. 


FOR SOLDIERS’ WIDOWS 
AND ORPHANS. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can now state the particulars 
of the pensions proposed to be given to 
the widows and orphans of those who 
have lost their lives in the South African 
Campaign. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The actual con- 
ditions on which grants will be given 


PENSIONS 


are not quite settled ; but I may inform 


the hon. Member that so far as the 
Government are concerned the rates of 
pension and compassionate allowance 
to widows and children of non-commis- 


I have already informed | sioned officers and men, killed in action or 
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dying of wounds or disease contracted 


on active service, will be as follows :— 


Each 

Class. bua child. 
Ss. a, s. ° 

I. Q.M.-Sergeant 10 0 .. 2 O 

II. Col.-Sergeant- 9 0 .. 2 O 

III. Sergeant - 7 6 a «G 
IV. Corporal - 6 O 1 6 
V. Privates - § 6 6 


BOER PRISONERS—PLACES OF 
CUSTODY. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether the Indian Govern- 
ment are making plans and estimates 
for the location of batches of 1,000 
Boers at Dehra, Pachmarhi, and other 
places; and, if so, whether the Boers 
will be imprisoned in those districts. 

THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): Yes, Sir; arrangements are 
under consideration to locate Boer 
prisoners in India, in case the present 
available places of detention become 
overcrowded. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Are these 
Dutchmen to be imprisoned in India ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: They will be 
detained under the same condition as 
the other Boer prisoners. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether places are being 
prepared for the reception of Boer 
prisoners in India; whether, if so, the 
prisoners to be removed there are now 
at Ceylon, or whether the Government 
are contemplating sending any more 
out of South Africa; and whether, if 
the latter is the case, they will consider 
the possibility of sending them to our 
Australasian colonies in preference to 
India or Ceylon, both for climatic reasons 
and in order to increase the opportunities 
of friendly contact between the two races. 


Mr. BRODRICK: All the questions 
mentioned by the hon. Member will be | 
considered before any step is taken. It 
is not proposed to move any of the 
prisoners who have already been de- 
ported. 
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COURTS-MARTIAL—STATISTICS OF 

IMPRISON MENT. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can state the number of 
soldiers sent back from South Africa in 
custody ; how many are now undergoing 
sentence in Great Britain, and in what 
prisons ; how many soldiers are under- 
going sentence in South Africa, and in 
what prisons; and would he have any 
objection to givea Return of the number 
of offenders in each regiment, and the 
nature of the offences, and the character 
of the courts-martial. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): It would 
take a very long time and much labour 
to obtain the detailed information re- 
quired. It is quite impossible to throw 
on the staff in South Africa the labour 
of making a variety of detailed Returns 
unless for some urgent public purpose. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the noble 
Lord say how many soldiers have been 
sent back in custody from South Africa, 
and what prisons they are now confined 
in? It is a question which affects the 
liberty of these men, and weare entitled 
to look into it. 


[No answer was given. | 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Surely I am 


entitled to an answer. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am _ afraid | 
cannot give the hon. Member the infor- 
mation he requires. It would involve 
an enormous amount of work to collect 
it, whether in England or in South 
Africa. The staffs in both places are very 
much overworked, and I hope that hon. 
Members will not press for any of these 
Returns as long as the war is going on. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: But is not the 


Ii 


liberty of these men in question />; 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


CIVIL SURGEONS AND NURSES—WAR 
GRATUITY. 

Sir ANDREW AGNEW (Edinburgh, 
S.): L beg to ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office whether the civil 
surgeons and nursing sisters employed 
in tending the sick and wounded in 
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South Africa will be entitled to the 
same war gratuity as those connected 
with the Army. 


Lorp STANLEY: Civil surgeons, 
civil veterinary surgeons, and nursing 
sisters are employed under a definite 
contract as to pay, and are not entitled 
toany war gratuity. 


Questions. 


SOUTH AFRICAN COLD STORAGE 
COMPANY’S CONTRACT. 

Mr. FLELD (Dublin, St. Patrick’s) : 
L beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that the South 
African Cold Storage Company  con- 
tracted for the supply of fresh meat for 
the troops in the field at 11d. per pound 
for each pound of dead meat actually 
handed over ; whether, notwithstanding 
that the conditions of the contract pro- 
vided tor the supply of cattle and sheep 
to aecompany the troops with drovers 
and other necessary arrangements for 
the care of live animals, this part of the 
contract was not complied with, three- 
fourths of the supply being frozen or 
refrigerated meat ; whether he is aware 
that the same firm at the same time 
was supplying frozen meat for the troops 


at Cape Town and to the Admiralty , 


for transports at S?d. per pound; 
and whether precautions have been 
taken to ensure that the terms of the con- 
tract shall be carried out. 


Lorp STANLEY: I must refer the 
hon. Member to my reply to a similar 
question put on Tuesday, the 12th 
instant. by the hon. Member for the 
Flint District.* I may add that this 
contract expired in February, 1900. 


WELSH HOSPITAL IN SOUTH AFRICA. 
toria Street tried in these matters ! 


Mr. G. T. KENYON (Denbigh): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the assent of the subscribers to 
the fund for the Welsh Hospital in South 
Africa to its absorption in another hos- 
pital was asked for or obtained, and 
whether he is aware that a considerable 
amount of the money originally sub- 
scribed still remains unexpended. 


Lorp STANLEY: The absorption 
was arranged by the authorities in 
South Africa in communieation with 


* See page 1328 of this volume. 
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those in charge of the hospital there. I 
am not aware of the details of that 
arrangement, or of the conditions on 
which it was made; nor do | know 
the position of thefunds. Lord Kitchener 
has given instructions that full informas 
tion as to the circumstances of the absorp- 
tion shall be reported. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District): May I ask the noble Lord 
whether the gentleman to whom he 
alluded on Tuesday last was authorised 
to speak only for the executive com- 
mittee? Has the general secretary 
expressed satisfaction at, or acquiescence 
in, the action of the military authori- 
ties ? 

Lorp STANLEY: The gentleman 
| referred to represented the executive 
committee. [ thought, wrongly, it seems, 
that he represented the views of the 
I do not exactly know 
what are the objections now being raised, 
but if the hon. Member will see me 
privately I shall be most happy to give 
the matter my attention. 
YEOMANRY 


IMPERTAL RECRUITS 


AIDING AND SHOOTING TESTS. 
Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): | 


beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, before the 
application of anyone to serve in the 
Imperial Yeomanry or other mounted 
force enrolled to pre weed to South Africa, 
each applicant is tested in riding and 
shooting ; and whether all are refused 
who cannot show their efficiency in 
these requirements. 


Lorp STANLEY : Yes, 


Mr. BARTLEY: Where are the 
men who come up to the offices in Vic- 


accepting 


Sir. 


Lorp STANLEY : I cannot say. 


YEOMANRY CAVALRY TRAININGS. 

CoLonEL WARDE (Kent, Medway): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether it has been decided to order a 
training of Yeomanry Cavalry this 
year ; and, if so, on what conditions. 

Mr. BRODRICK: The Yeomanry 
will certainly train this year. An Army 
Order on the subject will shortly be 
published. 
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1549 Questions. 
RESERVE OFFICERS. 
sik J. FERGUSSON : I beg to ask 


the Secretary of State for War whether 
it is intended to appoint to the garrison 
battalions any reserve officers who have 
vrved during the late emergency, and 
who are recommended by their com- 
manding officers ; and whether the em- 
ployment by the War Office of officers 
uo longer on the active list may include 
officers of any arm or only ex-Staff 
officers. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the aftirmative. 
In reply to the second paragraph, officers 
of any arm may be employed, but will 
be selected according to their suitability 
for the duty for which they are required. 
A preference will be given to officers 
therwise eligible who may have been 
disabled in the war. 


WAR OFFICE—LORD WOLSELEY’S 
MEMORANDUM TO LORD SALISBURY. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
| heg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he will lay upon the 
Table of the House the Memorandum 
iddressed to the Prime Minister by Lord 
Wolseley, enumerating his duties as 
Commander-in-Chief ; and all correspon- 
lence of an official character between 
him. when Commander-in-Chief, and the 
late Secretary of State for War, in re- 
spect. to the military operations that 
might become necessary in the event 
t war in South Africa. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The question of 
laving before Parliament the letter 
iddressed by Lord Wolseley to the Prime 
Minister is one for their consideration. 
lam not aware of any correspondence 
between the late Commander-in-Chiet 
ind the late Secretary, of State for War on 
this subject, and it would be quite con- 
trary to usage to lay the departmental 
minutes which pass daily between officials 
m all the current business of a Depart- 
ment before Parliament. 


FORT OF INCHKEITH GUNS. 

Mr. JOHN HOPE (Fifeshire, W.): I 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if the guns on the fort of Inchkeith 
are muzzle or breech loaders; if the 


latter. are they of the newest quick- 
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‘firing pattern; also whether. for the 
protection of the Forth, he will consider 
the advisability of placing batteries_ no. 


| the Bass Rock and May Island. 


Lorp STANLEY: It has been ex- 
plained to the House on previous occa- 
sions that it is not considered expedient 
to give information in regard to the 
details of the various armaments. | 
may, however, state that the guns on 


. Fort Inchkeith are all breechloaders. 


WELSH MILITARY HEADQUARTERS. 

Mr. STANLEY LEIGHTON (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry): I the 
Secretary of State for War whether his 
attention has been called to the incon- 
venience arising from the present dis- 
tribution of Welsh counties for purposes 
of military command, whereby the mili- 
tary headquarters for North Wales are 
located at Chester, whilst the head- 
quarters for South Wales, together with 
Montgomeryshire and Monmouthshire, 
are located at Plymouth ; and whether, 
in view of the advantages in matters of 
recruiting and training which would 
accrue, he will consider the advisability 
of establishing one military command 
for the Principality. 


Lorp STANLEY : 
any inconvenience arising from the pre- 
sent distribution of Welsh counties for 
purposes of military command. Further, 
it is not at all likely that the troops 
quartered in Wales will amount to a 
whole army corps, and it will therefore 
be necessary to allot the troops there 
either to form part of one or more of the 
six future army corps already notified. 


beg to ask 


I am not aware of 


MARK IV. BULLETS. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS — (Flint 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he can state 
how much compensation has been paid 
to contractors in connection with the 
withdrawal of Mark LV. cartridges ; how 
many Mark IV. bullets have been 
broken up; and how many Mark IV. 


' bullets still remain in stock. 


Lorp STANLEY: £6,568 16s. 7d. 
has been paid to the contractors. About 
4} million bullets were broken up, and 
about 250,000 are still in hand. 
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Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: Were these 
Dumdum bullets ? 

Lorp STANLEY : No, Sir. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: Why were 
they broken up! 

Lorp STANLEY: If the hon. Mem- 
ber willjput the question down, I will 
endeavour to answer it. 


Questions. 


MEDICAL ATTENDANCE FOR 
SOLDIERS’ WIVES. 

Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the wives and families of soldiers, 
embodied militia, or reservists, serving 
with their corps, are only entitled to free 
medical attendance when residing within 
reach of an officer of army medical corps 
or of civil practitioner engaged at 
military contract rates ; and, if so, will he 
say who is to pay for medical attend- 
ance for those who live outside that 
distance and are too poor to pay for them- 


sel ves. 


Lorp STANLEY: It has been ex- 
plained to the House before that it is 
not possible to provide medical attend- 
ance for those residing at a distance from 
military headquarters. 


SOLDIERS’ UNCLAIMED BALANCES. 

Mr. KEARLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can give the respective annual amounts 
of soldiers’ unclaimed balances for the 
last six years that are ascertainable, and 
how have these been disposed of. 


Lorp STANLEY: The figures for 
the last six years of which the accounts 
have been closed are as follows :—1892-3, 
£1,268 ; 1893-4, £1,418; 1894-5, 
£2,979; 1895-6, £3,238; 1896-7, 
£1,036; 1897-8, £1,813. The balances 
for the first two years have been trans- 
ferred to the Patriotic Fund. The 
mainder are invested pending transfer 
at the expiration of the statutory period 
of advertisement. 


re- 


DECEASED OFFICERS’ BAGGAGE. 
Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton): | 


heg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, in administering the 
estates of officers who have died on active 
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service, it has been the practice of the 
War Office to delay payment of moneys 
due to their estates, or to demand a 
guarantee in respect thereof before pay- 
ment, on account of the cost of 
carriage home of the deceased officers’ 
baggage ; and, if so, whether he will take 
measures to abolish a regulation which 


has caused much hardship to those de- 
pendent upon the proceeds of the deceased 
| officers’ estates. 


Lorp STANLEY: There has been 
no delay of payment arising from 


cost of conveyance of baggage home. 
Owing to a number of claims against 


officers for conveyance of excess baggage 
in South Afriea, arrangements were 
made for retaining a balance of £5 


from the estates of officers to meet any 
such claim. This arrangement 
last December, and all cases have, so far 
as | am aware, been settled. 


ceased 


DEAD SOLDIERS’ CLOTHING. 

Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): | beg to ask the Financia, 
Secretary to the War Offce whether he is 
aware that clothes of men dying in South 
Afriea trom enteric fever are returned to 
this country often in a dirty state ; and 
whether, in consequence of the danger of 
infection, now increased by the preva- 
lence of plague in Cape Colony, he 
will order that the kits of soldiers dying 
of disease shall be thoroughly disinfected 
before being returned to this country, 
or destroyed, and proper compensation 
made to their relatives. 


Lord STANLEY : No ciothing of men 
dying in South Africa is returned to the 
Clothing Department at home and _no- 
thing is known of any having been sent 
home privately. In accordance with the 
Regimental Debts Act the personal 
effects, except special articles left by will, 
belonging to a soldier dying on active 
service are sold by auction on the spot. 
Special cautionary instructions as to the 
spread of infection have been sent out. 


LONDON VOLUNTEERS—RIFLE 
RANGES. 
CoLoNEL LONG — (Worcestershire, 


Evesham): | beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he can state 
what steps it is proposed to take to 
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1555 Questions. 
insure the London Volunteers having 
satisfactory facilities, as far as ranges 
near at hand are concerned. for rifle 
practice and for becoming etticient shots. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The ranges at Bis- 
ley and Staines provide for a large 
number of the corps. and L had hoped 
that with the assistance of the London 
County Council an excellent range could 
have been obtained for those corps 
whose headquarters are in the east of the 
Metropolis. The representatives of the 
Volunteers, however. refused to accept 
the arrangement if the London County 
Council participated therein. I have 
no other scheme at present under con- 
sideration. 

[LFORD 


RIFLE RANGE. 


COLONEL LONG: [ beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, 


in view of the acknowledged excellency 
in shooting arrived at in Switzerland 
hy practising on short ranges. and the 
fact that a range near the headquarters 
of a rifle corps can be much more exten- 
sively used and consequently be much 
more valuable than one at a considerable 
distance. he will have a fresh inquiry 
held to see whether the Ilford Range. 
which has been used so long with perfect 
sufety. cannot, even if doubtful for long 
ranges. be made a satetv range up to 
some 400 yards. 


Lord STANLEY : This question has 
been very carefully considered and the 
Secretary of State is not advised to 
reopen it. The military authorities hold 
that it is impossible to adapt the Ilford 
Range to meet the musketry require- 
ments now imposed upon the Volunteers. 


REFRESHMENTS 
SOLDIERS AND 


NON - ALCOHOLIC 
FOR TRAVELLING 
SAILORS, 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether any, and, if any. how many 
railway companies besides the Great 
Eastern have arranged to supply soldiers, 
reservists, and sailors in uniform with 
non-aleoholic refreshments at railway 
station bars at a reduced price; and will 
he state what steps have been taken to 
acquaint the men of this concession. 


Lorp STANLEY: Communications 
on this subject have been made to all the 
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principal railway companies. As soon 


as the arrangements which are in pro- 
gress have been completed they will be 
made known. 


Masork RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
Will the noble Lord inquire as to the 
indifferent quality and high prices of the 
provisions before forcing them down the 
throats of the men ? 


Mr. WEIR: And will he take steps 
to inform the men of the concession made 
in their favour ? 

Lorp STANLEY: It is of no use 
acquainting them of the fact until the 
concession has actually been granted by 
more than one railway company. 


PATRICK M*NAMARA’S PENSION. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called to 
the case of Patrick M*’Namara, of Sixmile- 
bridge. county Clare, who was formerly 
a soldier in the 14th Regiment, and 
served for one year and two months in 
the Crimea, and twenty-three years in 
the English Army : whether he is aware 
that M*’Namara is only in receipt of a pen- 
sion of 4s. &d. per week, out of which he 
has to pay rent and support a family ; 
that he is now weak from old age, and 
has to depend for medical assistance and 
nourishment on the ratepayers; and 
that the Limerick Board of Guardians 
and the police of his district have recom- 
mended the War Office to increase his 
allowance ; and whether, having regard 
to all the circumstances, arrangements 
will be made to give this old soldier a 
sufficient amount to keep him from 
want and suffering. 


Lorp STANLEY : The atnount of this 
man’s pension is as stated, but it is not 
possible under the regulations applicable 
to his case to grant him any increase. 
He was not in possession of any good 
conduct badges when discharged, and his 
character while in the Army was bad. 


QUEEN VICTORIA’S —FUNERAL—IstT 
SEAFORTH VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 

of State for War whether he is aware that 

the company of Ist Seaforth Volunteers 
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the War Office, left Dingwall soon after 
noon on Friday, Ist February, for the 
purpose of taking part in the ceremonies 
at the Queen’s funeral. found on their 
arrival at King’s Cross at 5.30 on Satur- 
day morning that there was no one to 
direct them, and that no provision had 
been made for their arrival, with the 
result that it was only by accident, and 
through the courtesy of the commanding 
officer of a Metropolitan Volunteer corps, 
that they obtained food late in the after- 
noon prior to their return to Dingwall 
by the 5.30 p.m. train. arriving at the 
latter place Sunday forenoon: and will 
he state who is responsible for this neglect, 
which caused discomfort and dissatisfac- 
tion. 


Lorp STANLEY: An officer was de- 
tailed as station staff officer at King’s 
Cross on the 2nd February, and the 
detachment was duly directed on their 
arrival in the morning to the King’s 
Cross goods shed, where ample accommo- 
dation and food were provided. No 
neglect is attributable to anyone. 


Mr. WEIR: Is the noble Lord aware 
that as soon as the men entered the goods 
shed they were ordered out by the railway 
company ! [| have it on the best autho- 
rity that that was the case. Is the noble 
Lord aware that the men had neither food 
nor drink provided ior them? I beg to 
give notice that I shall take the earliest 
possible opportunity of drawing attention 
to the gross neglect of which these men 
were the victims. 


NEW NAVAL BARRACKS AT PORTSEA: 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether the Board have yet 
come to a decision upon the case of the 
men employed by Messrs. Lovett. the con- 
tractors, on the new naval barracks works 
at Portsea, who received no allowance for 
enforced loss of work on the oceasion of 
the funeral of Her late Majesty, when 


engaged 


the Government employees 
upon the same work suffered no loss of 
pay. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: A deci- 


sion has not yet been arrive at, but will 
very shortly be given, and I shall then be 
happy to communicate it to mv hon. 
friend. 
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Questions. 
DEPTFORD VICTUALLING 

LIGHTING. 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Adni. 
ralty whether his attention has beep 
‘drawn to the arrangements for lighting 
at Deptford Victualling Yard, where men 
have been working overtime during the 
past eighteen months loading and un. 
loading ships and barges by candle lamps 
and gaslight, as a result of which several 
slight accidents have oceurred, and on 
man recently broke his leg ; and whether 
seeing that on either side of the yard, 
both at the Foreign Cattle Market and 
Brighton Railway Company Dock, elec. 
tric light is used, he will take steps for thi 
introduction of that light into the yard. 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER : During 
the last eighteen months only nine acei- 
dents—one of them have oe- 
curred in connection with the loading or 
unloading of vessels at Deptiord, and none 
of them are attributable to defective 
lighting. They are only the ordinar 
cases of spraining and slight contusions 
inseparable from whart duty. The cas 
referred to. where a man broke his leg, 
oceurred through his slipping from a 
frozen plank in the frosty weather. The 
wharves are lighted by Siemens’ patent 
gas lamps, and in order to facilitate the 
work of loading or unloading, candle 
lamps are placed on board the craft. 
Fewer accidents have oceurred by night 
than by day. 

CapTaIn NORTON : the 
Gentleman deny that the gas lighting in 
this yard is defective ! 


severe 


Does hon. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: 1 think 
it is adequate for all purposes. 
ILLEGAL TRAWLING NEAR ABER- 


DEEN—THE “JACKAL.” 

Mr. PIRIE: | heg to ask the Seer 
tary to the Admiralty whether, having 
regard to the fact that the “Jackal ” is 
the gunboat more directly charged with 
the duty of preventing illegal trawling 
in the close vicinity of Aberdeen, he can 
state where she is at present, how often 
during the months of December, January, 
and February, respectively, this boat has 
been berthed in Aberdeen Harbour, and 
on how many of such occasions she has 
taken up her moorings inside the dock 
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gates of the harbour; what is the num-| CHINA—RUSSIA AND MANCHURIA. 
ber of officers on board her, and since) Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare. 
when has the present officer in charge E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
of her held the appointment. State for Foreign Affairs whether His 
Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: His Majesty's Government have made any 
proposals to the United States Govern- 
ment in reference to the action of Russia 
in Manchuria; and, if so, whether he 
will state the nature of these proposals. 


Majesty’s ship “Jackal” is stationed 
on the coast of Seotland tor the 
protection of the fisheries generally. 
and is not directly or exclusively 
charged with such duties in the Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (for Lord Cran- 
vicinity of Aberdeen only. She was at BorNE): His Majesty's Government are 
Aberdeen under repair up to the 19th jn constant communication with the 
December last (another gunboat doing) Powers concerned on every phase of the 
her duty}. She left on the date named | Chinese question, but it would be con- 
for fishery duty, and has not since been trary to the public interest to enter into 
in Aberdeen Harbour. From the Ist particulars at the present moment. 
January she has been employed in the 

waters of the Hebrides. The command-) yiear agua CANAL_H \Y-PAUNCE- 
ing officer of the “Jackal” is Lieut.-) ~ ~~ FOTE TREATY. “eS 
Commander James C. Tancred, the date yin WwaELTAy REDMOND: I beg to 
of whose appointment is 10th February, Gk Ces Uihes Renda of Site Ge 
aii Foreign Affairs if any steps are being 
taken to revive the Hay-Pauncefote 
ABYSSINIAN FRONTIER DISPUTE. Treaty. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (for Lord Cray- 
ask the Under Secretary of State for Borne): The Hay-Pauncefote Conven- 
Foreign Affairs whether any agreement tion has lapsed, the time for ratification 
with the Negus has yet been signed having expired. No steps are being 
with regard to the delimitation of the taken by His Majesty’s Government 
Abyssinian frontier ; and whether any to revive the Convention, but they would 
arrangement has been come to for joint be ready to consider in a friendly way 
action against a common enemy on the. any proposals made for that object. by 


frontier. the Government ot the United States. 
THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 

SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- SOMALILAND OPERATIONS. 

chester, E.) (for Lord CRANBORNE) : Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 


No agreement has yet been signed J beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
with regard to the Abyssinian for Foreign Affairs when he will issue to 
frontier, but negotiations are now pro- Members Papers on British East Africa 
ceeding between King Menelek and His and on the recent operations in Somali- 
Majesty's agent and Consul General at land. 

Adis Abeba on the subject. King ee 

Menelek last year invited the co-opera- Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Papers are 
tien of Tis Majesty's Government in being prepared and will be laid as soon as 
suppressing a fanatical Mollah who has 1 1s possible to include in them certain 
for some time past been disturbing the fuller reports on the recent operations in 
peace among the tribes on the borders of Jubaland which we expect shortly to 
the British Protectorate of Somaliland recelve. 

and the Abyssinian dominions. His 

Majesty's Government have instructed WEST AFRICA—COST OF WARLIKE 
their officers to arrange for such co- OPERATIONS, 

operation in the event of a forward Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON — (Tower 
movement against the Mollah becoming | Hamlets, Poplar) : | beg to ask the Secre- 
necessary. This is, however, only a tem-| tary of State for the Colonies what has 
porary arrangement for a special pur- been the total expenditure on warlike 
operations from 1895 to 1900, inclusive, 


pose. 
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in connection with the Colonies or hinter-| on their net profits. The law of the 
lands of Gambia, Sierra Leone. the Gold | Gold Coast appears to provide sufficiently 
Coast, Lagos, and the Niger, respectively ; | for the protection of persons employed 
and what has been the total cost of the | in mining as at present carried on. 

West African Field Force up to date. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The only ex- | 


penditure on warlike operations sepa- | : , oe eg So 4 

rately recorded, apart from the cost.of the | the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
various constabulary forees in the years | Affairs whether it has been brought to 
1895 to 1900, is that of £44,625 for the | his notice that certain black men in- 
extra cost thrown upon Sierra Leone in | habiting East Africa were induced by 
respect of the operations in 1897-8 and | the Chartered Company of South Africa 
that of £195,893 for the Gold Coast, | to enter into a contract to be transported 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 


RHODESIA—NATIVE LABOUR. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 





the greater part of which is the cost of | 
the Ashanti expedition of 1895-6. The | 
cost of the recent Ashanti War is not | 
yet ascertained, but will probably come 
to about £400,000. The total cost of 
the West African Frontier Force up to 
date has averaged about £180,000 per 
annum for the last four vears. 

Mr. SYDNEY “BUXTON : 
hon. Member give the cost 
separate year ! 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I 


deavour to get the figures. 


Will the 


for each 


will en- 


/answer this question in 


WEST AFRICA—GOLD-MINING OPERA- | 
TIONS. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: |] bee to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies | 
whether he has observed that various 
companies have been tormed to work 
gold reefs in parts ot Western Africa | 
within the dominions of His Majesty ; 
whether the law which vests in the 
State all gold discovered in the United 
Kingdom holds good in these West 
African dominions ; whether sueh com- 
panies pay a tax upon the gold that 
they extract from the soil: and, if so, 
what is the amount; and whether any | 
steps are being taken to ensure that no | 
natives shall be employed in these mines | 
without their heing obtained, 
their full comprehension of any contract 
into which they may enter being brought | 
home to them, and security against | 
their ill-treatment being provided. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: T am ad- 
vised that the law of England as to gold 
mines does not apply to the Gold Coast. 
Under the law of the Gold Coast. com- 
panies formed to work gold mines will | 
pay a special tax of 5 per cent. per annum | 


assent 


| Rochester. 
of the British South Africa Company to 


to Rhodesia and to work in the mines 
there. and that on reaching Lorenco 
Marques they declined to proceed further ; 
whether he can state what was the 
nature of the contract: whether the 
black men understood its stipulations ; 
whether the Chartered Company of 
South Africa obtained the permission 
of His Majesty’s Government to enter 
into it, and its provisions ; and whether 
any supervision in regard to its con- 
ditions was exercised by British officials : 
and what has become of these black men. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I will 
the absence 
Lord the Member for 
The journey of the agents 


of the noble 


engage labourers in North-East Africa 
with the consent of 
Government. As to 


was undertaken 


His Majesty's 


this particular case, we are informed 
that a number of natives belonging 


to Jibuti in French territory came 
overland to Zeyla in British Somaliland, 
having been engaged as labourers for 
Rhodesia by one of these agents. Appli- 
cation was made by him to the Customs 
superintendent for permission to embark 
them. but this was only granted upon 
a promise by the agent that he would 
take them to Berbera, so that the Consul 
General might be satisfied before sanc- 
tioning their embarkation. This, how- 
ever, for some reason as yet unexplained, 
the agent failed to do. On reaching 
Beira they became alarmed and refused 


|to go any further. and a struggle took 


place. in which one native lost his life. 
The Portuguese authorities ordered an 
inquiry, the result of which we are 
awaiting: and a full explanation has 
been called for from the British South 
Africa Company. We have every reason 
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to believe that the natives im their alarm 
were labouring under a misapprehen- 
sion, but we are not aware of the terms 
of the contract, which presumably was 
wade under French jurisdiction. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Will a copy of 


the contract be laid on the Table / 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Perhaps 
the hon. Gentleman will put any further 
“question down. 


PRESS COMMENTS ON PENDING 
TRIALS. 

*Mr. MARSHALL HALL (Lancashire, 
Southport): I beg to ask the Seeretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether he will introduce a short Bill 
making it a misdemeanour punishable 
on conviction by fine or imprisonment, 
or both, for any person to publish in the 
press or in any public manner whatsoever 
any comment upon any criminal charge 
or accusation made against any indi- 
vidual whilst the hearing or determina- 
tion of such charge or aecusation is 
pending either before a Court of Sum- 
mary Jurisdiction or before a Court of 
tecord. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcuie, 
Croydon) : Comments in the press upon 
a criminal charge whilst the hearing is 
pending cannot, in my opinion, be too 
strongly condemned. [am now consider- 
ing with the law officers whether the 
law as it stands is not sufficiently strong 
to deal with such eases as that referred to 
in the question. 


PRESS INTERVIEWS WITH WITNESSES 
ON PENDING TRIALS. 

Mr. POWELL-WILLIAMS (Birming- 
ham, S.): [ beg to ask Mr. Attorney 
(reneral whether his attention has been 
drawn to a practice adopted by representa- 
tives of some of the press of seeking inter- 
views with persons who have been called, 
or who are about to be called, as witnesses 
infmatters pending before the courts of 
justice,"and of publishing the statements 
and answers to questions given by such 
persons ; whether he has observed that 
these statements and answers have after- 
wards been used in court to discredit the 
sworn testimony of the persons from 
whom they were obtained ; and whether 
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he is prepared to take measures, by 
legislation if necessary, to put a stop to 
the practice referred to, and to any 
interference whatever with witnesses, 
as being calculated to impede the course 
of justice. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RoperT FINLAY, Inverness Burghs) : My 
attention has been called to the fact 
referred toin the question. The practice 
mentioned in the first paragraph is a 
most objectionable one, and might, 
under certain circumstances, bring those 
concerned within the reach of the crimi- 
nal law as it stands. The whole subject 
is under consideration. 


(uestions. 


WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY AND LIFE 
SAVING ARRANGEMENTS. 

Sir R. PENROSE FITZGERALD 
(Cambridge) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether the Admi- 
ralty authorities have decided to put up 
wireless telegraphy stations at Dover, 
Culver Cliff, Portland Bill, Rame Head, 
Scilly, and other places; and whether 
he can now hold out hopes that this 
system will be adopted without delay for 
life-saving purposes. 


Tue PRESIDENT or THe BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp BaAtrour, Leeds, 
Central): | am informed that certain 
stations are being erected by the Admi- 
ralty along the coast to test the value 
ot wireless telegraphy. I regret that I 
am not in a position to say more on the 
subject at present. 


P. AND O. STEAMERS—ACCOMMODA- 
TION FOR LASCARS. 

Mr. WEIR: | beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether any steps 
have yet been taken to require the 
Peninsular and Oriental Steamship Com- 
pany to provide lascars employed on 
their vessels with accommodation equiva- 
lent to that to which European crews are 
entitled—namely, 72 cubic feet of space 

+ Reference may be made to The Parlia- 
mentary Debates, First Series, Vol. vi., page 
902. In 1806, Mr. Serjeant Best had obtained 
leave to bring in a Bill ‘‘ to prevent the publi- 
cation of ex parte evidence against persons 
accused of felonies and other crimes previous 
to trial.” He explains the grounds on which 
he considered such a measure necessary, and 
his reasons for deciding, against his personal 
judgment, not to proceed with the Bill.—[Eb. ] 
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per man; and, in view of a statement 
made by the late President of the Board 
of Trade, can it be stated whether any 
action has yet been taken against the 
company by way of a test case to show 
whether or not the company has com- 
mitted an infringement of the Merchant 
Shipping Act in providing lascars with 
less space than above indicated ; and, if 
not, will he say when action will be taken. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that 
the matter to which the hon. Mem- 


ber referred had not been lost 
sight of. The Peninsular and Orien- 


tal Company have taken steps by a 
petition of right, which has been 


fiated, to obtain an authoritative legal 
decision on the points that have arisen 
with regard to lascar crew space. An 
answer to this petition has been prepared 
but | am not able to say 


by counsel, 
will come on 


definitely when the case 
for hearing. 


AVOCH CHANNEL BUOYS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether the 
Northern Lighthouse Commissioners are 
yet in a position to state when they will 
he prepared to place lights on the five 
huovs which indicate the channel off 
Avoch, Ross-shire. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: IT under- 
stand thatthe lighting of the Avoch Buoys | 
wa: not included by the Commissioners | 
of Northern L ight house sin the Estimates 
for the coming vear, in consequence of | 
the many more important works  re- 
quired on different parts of the coast, but 
that the matter will not be overlooked. | 


COMPANIES’ BICYCLE | 
RATES. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that the railway 
companies continue to refuse to reduce 
the charges imposed on cyclists for the 
conveyance ot biey les, in spite of the 
recommendations of the Board ot Trade 
and the views expressed by its late P esi- 
dent to a deputation on the 11th of May 
last : and whether he will now introduce 
the legislation to which the late President 
of the Board then made reference. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: T[ am not | 


aware of any general reduction of charge | 


RAILWAY 
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adopted by the railway companies. I do. 


not think my right hon. friend promised 
legislation on this subject, and [I am not 
prepared to introduce such legislation. 
Mr. LOUGIL: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman seen the answer of his pre- 


decessor ! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes. Sir. 
IRON AND STEEL [MPORTS. 
Mr. CAINE (Cornwall. Camborne) : 


I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade if he will extend the informa 
tion with regard to iron and steel imports 
in the monthly Trade and Navigation 
Returns, by showing the imports of bar 
and angle iron, and unwrought steel, 
separated into the various countries from 
which more than 100 tons has been im- 
ported, as shown under the other heads 
of pig and puddled iron: and also give 
similar extensions under the various 
heads of iron and steel manufactures and 
machinery. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : The form 
of the monthly Trade and Navigation 
Returns cannot be changed during the 
course of the year without great incon- 
venience, but the hon. Member's sugges 
tion will be reterred to the Committee on 
Trade Accounts which 
autumn. Meanwhile it is 
| possible tor any person interested to 
obtain the information referred to in the 
from the various monthly 
supplements to the London Bills of Entry 
iissued by the Customs Department. 


Mr. CAINE: In view of the 
interest felt in this matter up and down 
the country. cannot the Board of Trade 


give this information ! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : It would 
be very inconvenient now to change the 
form. Anyone requiring the informa- 
tion can obtain it from the monthly 
supplement to the London Bills of Entry. 


great 


LOCOMOTIVE EXPLC- 
SION. 

Mr. BELL (Derby): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if his 
attention has been called to the explosion 
of a locomotive while running a mineral 
train near Pontefract. on the Lancashire 
and Yorkshire Railway on. the night ot 
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the 11th instant, by which two men, the ' 
driver and fireman, were killed ; can he 

state the number of the same type 

of locomotive possessed by the Lancashire 

and Yorkshire Railway Company, and 

their steam pressure; and whether he 

will order an inspection to be made of all 

that class of locomotives on the Lanca- 

shire and Yorkshire Railway. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : The Board 
of Trade have ordered an _ inquiry 
into this accident. [ am not at present 
prepared to make any further statement 
with regard to the matter. 


HYDE PARK CORNER CARRIAGE 
WAY. 


*Mr. MARSHALL HALL: I beg to 
ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether, during the session of Parlia- 
ment, the carriage way between Hyde 
Park Corner and the Marble Arch and 
Victoria Gate can be kept open until 
| a.m. instead of being closed at mid- 
night as at present. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER | or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Doveras, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): [ am sorry that I do 
not see my way to adopt the suggestion 
of my hon. and learned friend. 


MEMBERS’ LOCKERS. 

Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL (Mayo, 
S.): L beg to ask the First Commissioner 
ot Works whether, seeing that there are 
at present a number of Members who 
cannot get lockers, he will take steps to 
remove that inconvenience by providing 
such accommodation as soon as possible. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: [ hope it 
may be found possible to provide the 
additional accommodation suggested by 
the hon. Member. 


THE PYX CHAPEL. 

Mr. G. T. KENYON: I beg to ask 
the First Commissioner of Works if he 
can state by whose authority the custody 
of the Pyx Chapel has been transferred 
from the Board of Trade to the Office 
of Works; what is the object gained 
by the transfer; and whether he can 
give any assurance that the chapel will 
not be submitted to any process of re- 
storation, or improved away altogether, 
as was the case with the Rolls Chapel. 
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Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The trans- 
fer of the Pyx Chapel was made by leave 
of the President of the Board of Trade, 
with the approval of the First Lord of 
the Treasury. The object is to place 
the chapel in charge of the authority 
who has already the care of the Chapter 
House adjoining, and whose function it 


Questions, 


is to maintain buildings of national 
interest. The chapel will not be sub- 


mitted to any process of restoration. 


RICHMOND PARK. 

Mr. SKEWES-COX (Surrey, Kings- 
ton): | beg to ask the First Commis- 
sioner of Works if he will direct that 
attention be paid to the complaints made 
by the Kingston Municipal Society of 
the broken glass at present scattered 
about Richmond Park, and take steps 
to prevent as far as possible the practice 
of picnic parties leaving empty bottles 
and other litter in the park to the danger 
of ordinary visitors. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The matter 
referred to by my hon. friend has re- 
ceived attention. All that I can do to 
suitably and effectively prevent the 
nuisance complained of is already being 
done. 


TRAPP (CARMARTHENSHIRE) 
NATIONAL SCHOOL. 
Mr. ABEL THOMAS (Carmarthen- 
shire. E.): | beg to ask the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Committee of Council on 
Edueation whether his attention has 
been called to the resolution passed at 
the last meeting of the Llandilo Urban 
District School Board with reference to 
the condition of the Trapp (Carmarthen- 
shire) National School ; whether he is 
aware that one master is in sole charge 
of the entire school, in which there are 
infants and children from the first to the 
sixth standard, who are taught in one 
and the same room ; that owing to the 
condition of the school the average 
attendance during the last few months 
has diminished by nearly thirty per cent., 
and that some of these children have to 
walk a distance of four miles to go to 
another school: whether complaints 
have been received by the Committee of 
Education of this school for the last 
seven years ; and whether he will state 
what he proposes to do in the matter. 


3L2 








1567 (Juestions. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 


Cambridge University) : As far as I have | 
been able to inquire since the question | 


was put down, no resolution has been 
received ; there is at the 
master for some thirty-two children ; 
there are two rooms. I have no infor- 
mation as to the diminution of average 
attendance in the last few months, nor 
as to the distance of other schools. No 
complaints, so far as | know. have been 
recelved ; but I will make further in- 
quiry. 

BOARD SCHOOL SITES IN. EAST 

LONDON—REHOUSING. 

Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George's): | beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Edueation whether he is 
aware that the London School Board 
have scheduled, for the purpose of 
erecting additional board schools, three 
sites in Barnsley Street, St. George’s-in- 
the-East, and Arbour Square and Brom- 
ley Street, Stepney, comprising some of 
the best class of property in one of the 
most congested districts in London : 
and whether, seeing that the conversion 
of these sites into board schools will 
unhouse upwards of 300 people for whom 
no provision tor rehousing has 
made, he will commend to the considera- 
tion of the London School Board the 
necessity of finding other sites than 
those scheduled, which will not accen- 
tuate to so great an extent the housing 
problem in East London. 


1 
peen 


Sir J. GORST: The Inspector of the 
Board of Education is about to inquire 
into this question of sites. 


Masor GORDON (Tower Hamlets. 
Stepney): | beg to ask the Vice-President 
of the Committee of Council-on Eduea- 
tion whether he can give the approxi- 
mate number of school places at present 
required in St. East, and 
Stepney Divisions of Tower Hamlets ; 
whether he has information showing that 
the demand for such places is sufticient 
to justify the proposed destruction of 
house property in these neighbourhoods ; 
whether he is aware that vacant sites 
and slum areas are available in’ the 
immediate vicinity; and whether the 
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School Board can be compelled to utilise 
them. 

sir J. GORST: | have already said 
that this matter is being inquired into. 


HIGHER ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS— 
WEST HAM SCHOOL BOARD. 


Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): I beg 


'to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 


mittee of Council on Education whether 
he is aware that on 38rd March, 1900, 
the School Board for the County Borough 
of West Ham asked for approval of 
arrangements for a higher grade school ; 
that the Board of Education replied on 
27th Apri! requesting that the applica- 
tion should be renewed at a later date ; 
that the application was renewed on 
15th June, and the Board of Education 
wrote on 2nd August asking whether 
they understood the application to be 
for a higher grade or higher elementary 
school; whether he is aware that. in 
view of this suggestion, the West Ham 
Board asked on 28th September tor 
approval for a higher elementary school 
in Harold road, and that, up to 7th 
March, 1901, no approval had been 
given; whether he can give the reasons 
for this delay of over twelve months; 
and, whether he will now facilitate the 
efforts of the West Ham School Board 
in their attempt to provide at least one 
higher elementary school in a town ot 
300,000 people. 

Sir J. GORST: The West Ham 
School Board did not apply for the recog 
nition of a higher elementary school at 
Harold Road until September 2sth. 
and has not vet provided the information 
necessary to enable the Board of Educa- 
tion to come to a decision on their appli- 
cation. Further information was asked 
for by the Board of Education on October 
18th. The answer to this inquiry was 
not received until January 28th, and 
the information it contained was. still 
inadequate. A further communication 
has already been sent to the School Board. 


HIGHER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 
MINUTE. 
*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) : 


I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Edueation 
whether the Minute of the Board estab- 
lishing higher elementary schools without 
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amendments will form part of and be 
published with the Education Code 
which will shortly be laid upon the Table. 


Sir J. GORST: The 
the athirmative. 


is in 


answer 


IRISH GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 

Mr. ARCHDALE: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the full 
amount in proportion to acreage is ex- 
pended in Ireland upon geological survey 
as is in England and Wales ; if not, would 
he consider the advisability of expending 
the balance in preparing soil maps for 
the benefit of farmers and agriculturists 
in general. 


Sir J. GORST: The expenditure 
of the geological survey does not depend 
on acreage at all. The Vote of Parlia- 
ment is spent on the survey of the United 
Kingdom as a whole, and no balance is 
available for any other purpose. 


FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE IN 
SUFFOLK. 
Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stow- 


market): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture whether he 
is aware that the petty sessional division 
of Stowmarket has been closed as an 
infected area; and whether he will 
tuke immediate steps to have the re- 
strictions removed, seeing that there has 
no outbreak of foot-and-mouth 
disease within a radius of ten miles of 
the said division. 


THe PRESIDENT oF THE 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanpury, 
Preston): The Stowmarket, Boxford, 
and parts of the Melford and Thingoe 
Petty Sessional Divisions were on Febru- 
ary 27th added to the district originally 
scheduled because outbreaks of  foot- 
and-mouth disease had occurred in 
the west of Ipswich, and within six 
miles of the boundaries of those of the 
Stowmarket division. I fully realise the 
loss and inconvenience which the neces- 
sity of arresting the spread of the disease 
must entail upon a scheduled district, 
and though it would be premature to 
assume that the outbreak has been 
entirely suppressed, a case having 
occurred at Bradford as recently as 
March 7th, the outlook has, no doubt, 
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improved, and I hope to be in a position 
soon to further modify the restrictions. 


BUTTER ADULTERATION IN LANCA- 
SHIRE AND CHESHIRE. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he can state how many 
samples of butter have been taken by 
inspectors under the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, 1889, for the purpose of public 
analysis in Liverpool and Manchester 
respectively during the year 1900 ; also 
the number taken by inspectors during 
the same period in each of the towns of 
Cheshire having a population of 20,000 
and upwards. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe LOCA’ 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire.’ W.R., Thirsk) : The 
Returns received by the Local Govern- 
ment Board do not relate to the number 
of samples taken. but to the number 
analysed. The number of samples of 
butter submitted for analysis last year 
was as follows :—Liverpool, 39 ; Man- 


chester, 149; Birkenhead, 33 ; Stock- 
port, &; Chester. 6; Macclesfield, 3 ; 
Hyde, 17; Stalybridge, 5. There are 


two or three other places in the county 
of Chester with populations of over 
20,000, but for these there are no separate 
Returns of samples analysed. 


SALE OF DRUGS ACT, 1899. 

Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board if 
he can state.what steps have been taken 
by the Local Government Board or the 
Board of Agriculture, under Section 3, 
Sub-section (2) of the Sale of Drugs Act, 
1899, to enforce the Act in places where 
the local authorities have failed to 
execute its provisions. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: The Local 
Government Board have not hitherto 
had occasion to take action under the 
sub-section referred to. I may explain 
that the Act came into operation on the 
Ist January, 1900, and that the Returns 
as to the proceedings taken by local 
authorities last year are only now coming 
in. As regards any action on the part 
of the Board of Agriculture, the question 
should be addressed to my right hon. 
friend the President of that Depart- 


ment. 
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DIVIDED MAGISTERIAL BENCHES. 
Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg 

to ask Mr. Attorney General when a 

bench of magistrates in England happens 

to be evenly divided in opinion as to 


whether a case should be returned for 


trial or not, if he can state what action 
is usually taken; and if the case is 
brought up for consideration at a future 
session. 


Sirk ROBERT FINLAY : T have made 
inquiries, but have been unable to hear 
of any English case in which there has 
been an equal division of opinion as to 
committal for trial. I am therefore 
unable to make any statement as to any 
usual practice in such an event, but 
think it very probable that if there should 
be a final difference of opinion, the case 
might be brought up for consideration 
on a future occasion. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.) : Can 
the hon. Member say why the views of 
paid magistrates should carry more 
weight than those of unpaid magistrates ? 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 

TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION 

WITH SCOTLAND. 

Sirk JOHN LENG (Dundee) : | beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General. 
whether he is aware that the commercial 
and manufacturing interests in Scotland 
complain of the frequent interruptions 
and in some cases the total collapse, of 
the telegraph service during the storms 
of the past winter. causing loss, and 
placing them at a disadvantage compared 
with their competitors on the Continent, 
and especially in Germany, where such 
interruptions are now. through the 
adoption of the underground system of 
telegraphy, unknown ; whether he can 
state the relative length of underground 
telegraph lines in this country and in 
Germany ; and whether it is proposed 
to extend the underground system from 
Birmingham to the north of England 
and Scotland, which have both suffered 
so much from the interruption of tele- 
graphic communication during the last 
two winters. 

THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHaAm- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.) : The 
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answer to the first part of the hon. 
Member's question is in the affirmative ; 
but he is under a misapprehension in 
supposing that interruptions are un- 
known in Germany. On the 12th 
instant, the day when his question 
appeared on the Paper, eleven out of the 
twenty-two wires between this country 
and Germany were interrupted, and in 
no case was the interruption in this 
country. According to the latest statis 
tics in the Postmaster General's posses 
sion, the length of underground line in 
Germany was about 3,940 miles, while 
in the United Kingdom there were at 
the same date 1,080 miles. The mileage 
of underground wire on the other hand 
was 26,750 for Germany and 40,600 
for the United Kingdom. The Post- 
master General proposes during the 
ensuing financial year to begin the con- 
struction of two additional sections of 
underground line to the North. 


MARRIAGE GRATUITIES FOR POST 
OFFICE CLERKS. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the  Post- 
master Genera!, if he can state what 
amount is provided for marriage gratui- 
ties to young !adies in the post offices and 
in the telegraph offices of the United 
Kingdom for 1901-2; will he explain 
why it is proposed to give £1,000 !ess this 
year than last year for marriage presents 
or gratuities to the ladies of the telegraph 
department ; and is it estimated that 
there wil! be fewer marriages. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 


amounts provided for marriage gratuities 


in the Estimates for 1901-2 are as 
follows: postal, £4,250; telegraph, 
£6,500. The reason why a_ reduced 


amount is provided for the telegraph 
service is that in the last two years there 
has been a fa!ling-off in the expenditure, 
and the ful! amount voted by Parliament 
has not been required. 


ENNISKILLEN POSTAL STAFF. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that, on 4th August, 
'1900, the Postmaster General stated 
that the male staff were suffering incon- 
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venience in the discharge of their duties 
and that remedial measures were in pro- 
gress; and whether, seeing that since 
that period the male staff has been 
reduced and the female staff increased, 
and that such alterations have worsened 
the duties and attendances of the male 
staff, steps wil! be taken to revise the 
arrangements with a view towards im- 
provement. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : If 
the hon. Member reters to the Ennis- 
killen office, it is not the case that the 
number of the permanent male staff has 
been reduced under the revision carried 
out in January last. The object of that 
revision was to readjust the attendances 
so as to admit of the staff having the 
proper interva! of nine hours rest from 
duty, and this improvement has been 
effected. The services of a man em- 
ployed temporarily previous to the 
revision were dispensed with, as it was 
found that an addition to the male staff 
was not justified, and that an increase of 
one in the permanent female staff wou!d 
suffice. The number of men employed 
at Enniskillen is already somewhat 
above the average for an office of this 
class, and it is only on account of the 
early morning duties that the proportion 
of women employed has not been further 
increased. 


ACHNASHEEN (ROSS-SHIRE) POST 
OFFICE. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster Genera!, having regard to the 
fact that the people residing in the 
neighbourhood of Achnasheen, Ross- 
shire, have no office at which they can 
obtain money orders or cash _ posta! 
orders nearer than Kinlochewe, which is 


distant ten miles, will he consider the 


expediency of arranging for the transac- 
tion of money order and savings bank 
business at Achnasheen post office. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 


question of extending money order and 


savings bank business to the post office | § 


{14 Marc 
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WHITTLESEA POST OFFICE. 


Mr. BRAND (Cambridgeshire, Wis- 
bech): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether any steps have 
been decided in regard to premises for 
a new post office at Whittlesea. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No 
decision has yet been arrived at in regard 
to a new post office at Whittlesea. Inquiry 
for suitable premises is stil! going on. 


SCILLY ISLANDS, 

Mr. TAYLOR (Lancashire. Radcliffe) : 
| beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether the Scilly Islands have been 
eased ; and, if so, ean he state the amount 
of the rental and the date of the termina- 
tion of the lease. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It 
is understood that the Scilly Islands 
have been leased at various times and for 
varying periods, but the particulars are 
not known to the Treasury, as Treasury 
sanction is not required for the leases. 


PENNY POSTAGE STAMP COLOUR. 

Mr. TAYLOR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether, seeing that 
the colour of the halfpenny postage stamp 
has been lately altered from red to greens 
to bring it into conformity with the 
colour of the corresponding values of 
other countries in the Postal Union, he 
will take steps to change the present 
colour of the penny postage stamp back 
again to its original colour of red now 
adopted by other countries in the Postal 
Union as that of their stamps of corre- 
sponding value. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Al- 
though the Postmaster General sees 
certain advantages in uniformity of colour 
for stamps approximately the same value 


‘throughout the Postal Union, he does 
' not think those advantages great enough 


| 


to override all other considerations. As 
tated in reply to a question asked in this 


at Achnasheen, Ross-shire, is under the! House by the hon. Member for Canter- 


consideration of the Postmaster Genera!, 


bury on the 11th instant, the Postmaster 


and he hopes that it wil! be found practi- General is not satisfied that any sufficient 


cable to make the extension without 
requiring a money guarantee. 


reason exists for altering the colour of the 
penny stamp as suggested. 
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CONTINENTAL MAILS. 
Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): | beg to 


ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that the afternoon 
mail train is frequently detained at 
Dever in consequence of the late arrival 
of the steam packet either from Calais or 
Ostend ; and whether, with the view of 
saving a detention of mails and passengers 
at Dover, he will suggest to the South 
Eastern and Chatham Railway Company 
that the mails and passengers by the 
Ostend and Calais steamers should always 
be conveyed from Dover to London by 
the same railway route, so that each of 
the two trains shall leave Dover as soon 
as possible after the arrival of the steamer 
whose mails and passengers they would 
by this arrangement convey. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Of 
the two trains from Dover which run in 
connection with the day mail packets 
from the Continent. one only, that going 
via Ashford, is under the control of the 
Postmaster General. He does not con- 
sider that special expense would be war- 
ranted in order to obtain control over 
the other train going via Chatham. 
Whenever it happens that the packet 
from Calais is late. the mail train via 
Ashford is detained until the arrival of 
that packet, which carries very heavy and 
important mails. When the Belgian 
packet, bringing much smaller mails, is 
late, the train in question waits only a 
short time for it. It is understood that 
the railway company detain the train 
going via Chatham in the same way as 
the mail train. and with this arrangement 
the Postmaster General has no power to 
interfere. 


{COM 


APPLECROSS (ROSS-SHIRE) ROADS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board have yet considered the 
expediency of providing funds for the con- 
struction of a road or footpath on the 
north coast of the parish of Applecross, 
Ross-shire ; and, if not, will the matter 
receive the consideration of the Board. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am 
informed by the Congested Districts 
Board that they have already granted | 
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MONS} 


75 per cent. of the £130 required to com- 
plete the path round the north coast ot 


Applecross. 
Mr. WEIR: Will the right hon. 


Gentleman use his influence to secure a 
further grant ! 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : I cannot 


do anything now. 


SCOTTISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS 
BOARD. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state the number of 
acres of land purchased by the Congested 
Districts Board for Scotland since the 
establishment of the Board, and the total 
sum of purchase money paid. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I have 
to state in reply to the hon. Member 
that the Congested Districts Board have 
made purchases ot considerable areas 
of land for new settlements in two 
different parts of the congested area. 
Information as to these will duly appear 
in the Report of the Board for the year 
to 3lst March next. Other negotiations 
are in contemplation, and it is inexpedient 
to give further information until the 
Report of the Board is in the hands of 
hon. Members. 


Mr. WEIR: Seeing that last session 
the issue of the Report was delayed 
several) months, will the right hon. 
Gentleman take care that this year it 
is placed in the Members 
earlier ? 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
quite aware of the inconvenience caused 
by the delay last session. We have 
reason to hope it will not occur again. 


: 
hands of 


TELEGRAPHIC ARRANGEMENTS AT 
SHAWBOST, STORNOWAY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, in view of the fact that the 
Postmaster General has stated that he 
is prepared to establish a_ telegraph 
office at Shawbost. Stornoway, under 
a guarantee of £27 per annum, and seeing 
that the Barvas Parish Council have 
signified their intention to guarantee 
half that amount, will the Congested 
Districts Board consider the expediency 
of providing the remaining half of the 
required guarantee. 
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*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: [ am 
informed by the Congested Districts 
Board that the Barvas Parish Council 
have not yet approached them on the 
subjects referred to bythe hon. Member. 
when they do so their proposal will be 
duly considered. 


(:LASGOW SMALL-POX EPIDEMIC, 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, S.) : 
[ beg to ask the Lord Advocate if he can 
state the number of cases of small-pox and 
the number of deaths from that epidemic 
in Glasgow up to date. 


THe SOLICITOR GENERAL ror 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Scotr Dickson. Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton): Iam informed by the 
Local Government Board tor Scotland 
that from 22nd February, the date on 
which information was last supplied, 
in reply to the hon. Member, up to the 
lith instant there have been 312 cases 
of small-pox and thirty-two deaths have 
occurred. 

Mr. BARTLEY: Can the hon. Gen- 
tleman say how many of the persons 
attacked were vaccinated ? 

Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : [ am afraid 
not. 


SOLWAY FIRTH FISHERIES. 


*Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER (Cum- 
berland, Eskdale): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether 


he can explain why no notice has been 
taken of the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission of 1895 on the Fisheries of the 
Solway Firth, recommending the pur- 
chase of the Scottish stake nets. and 
the establishment of uniform legislation 
on both sides of the estuary ; and whether 
he can state if it is necessary to await 
a confirmation of that recommendation 
before taking steps to redress a griev- 
ance which is inflicting hardships on 
the Cumberland fishermen. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As a Royal 
Commission is now sitting, it seems 
inexpedient to come to any decision as 
to further legislation until they have 
reported. 


*Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER asked the 


First Lord of the Treasury whether he 


{14 Marcu 1901} 


was aware that this Royal Commission 
i 
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‘had finished sitting, and whether he 
could inform him when the Com- 
missioners were likely to make public 
their Report. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that rested 
entirely with the Commission. He 
would inquire, if notice were given of 
he question. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN| NORTH 
DUBLIN. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 1 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been directed to a resolution 
passed by the North Dublin District 
Council, at its meeting on the 6th inst., 
in which it is stated that it still takes two 
years to carry out a scheme for the erec- 
tion of labourers’ cottages ; and whether 
he will take into consideration the ad- 
visability of proposing futher legislation 
with a view to shortening and cheapening 
the procedure to be adopted in the ad- 
ministration of the Labourers Acts in 
Ireland. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHAM. Dover): In 
some instances an interval of two years 
has elapsed between the commencement 
of proceedings under the Labourers 
Acts and building operations. The time 
taken depends to a great extent on the 
dimensions and nature of the schemes, 
which are frequently submitted by local 
authorities in an incomplete and im- 
perfect manner, necessitating lengthy 
correspondence with the promoters. The 
Act of 1896 simplified and expedited the 
procedure, so far as it was considered 
expedient to do so. 


Mr. CLANCY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman propose further legislation 
in the direction suggested ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As at present ad- 
vised, I think the Act of 1896 sufficiently 
meets the case. 


DISMISSAL OF MULLOUGH POLICE 
OFFICERS. 

Masor JAMESON (Clare. W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that Police-sergeant Sheridan and Con- 
stable Mahony, of Mullough Police Sta- 
tion. have been dismissed the service for 
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placing boycotting notices in the pocket 
of a man named Ryan and subsequently 
arresting him ; and what steps do His 
Majesty's Government propose to take 
to safeguard the public against such 
practices on the part of the police. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Sergeant Sheridan 
and Constable Mahony arrested on the 
Ist January at Mullough, county Clare. 
aman named John Ryan, alleging that 
they had observed him in the act of 
posting a threatening notice, and that 
subsequently they had discovered two 
other threatening notices in his pockets. 
He was brought before the resident 
magistrate at Miltown Malbay on the 
following morning and remanded from 
time to time until the 26th January, 
when he was discharged from custody 
on the ground that the evidence would 
not have secured a conviction. No other 
course could properly have been taken 
when the evidence brought forward was, 
in the opinion of the Crown, untrust- 
worthy. These police officers were not 
discharged for placing the notices in the 
mans pocket. They were discharged 
for supporting a charge by evidence of a 
character so unsatisfactory and con- 
flicting as to render their further reten- 
tion in the undesirable in the 
interests of the public. 


force 


Magor JAMESON: Is there any in- 
tention of prosecuting these two con- 
stables for illegal arrest ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. In their 


ease, as in the case of Ryan, the Crown 


do not believe a conviction could be 
obtained. The evidence goes to show 


that though apparently the officers acted 
in collusion with regard to the man 
arrested, it was not sufficient to justify a 
prosecution. 


Magor JAMESON : Will the Govern- 
ment grant a Select Committee to in- 
vestigate this case, as was done in the 
case of Sergeant Malony of Limerick ! 


Mr. SPEAKER: The Member 


must give notice of that. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: | Is 
it customary to forthwith dismiss 
police officers simply because their evi- 
dence is untrustworthy ! In view of the 
suspicion, which the right hon.Gentleman 


hon. 
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has admitted exists, that this case was 
concocted by the police, will he order a 
public inquiry into the whole cireum- 
stances ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think there is 
no need for that. I repeat that in the 
opinion of the Law Officers of the Crown 
the evidence is not sufficiently strong to 
justify a prosecution, but the conduct of 
the men was of such a character as we 
should not expect from officers in the 
discharge of their duty. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): Were these two officers 
Catholies ? 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): If the two 
policemen were innocent, why were they 
dismissed trom the force ! 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
matter cannot be thus debated across the 
floor of the House. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Cannot 


you give them a command at Gibraltar ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER : 


Roman 


Order, order ! 
OUT PAUPER CHILDREN 
IN IRELAND. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 5.) : 1 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state 
in how many poor law unions in Ireland 
the principle of boarding out the children 
has been adopted ; and whether, in view 
of the spread of the system, he is prepared 
to appoint female inspectors as is the 
case in England. 


BOARDING 


The following question also appeared 
on the Paper :— 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, seeing that 
about 100 unions have adopted the 
boarding-out system, he will endeavour 
to have lady inspectors appointed to 
superintend and advise on the working 


of that system. 


Mr.WYNDHAM: Children are boarded 
out in 124 unions in Ireland ; the num- 
ber of children boarded out is about 
2,000. The appointment of a female 
inspector, or inspectors, will be con- 
sidered. 
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IRISH REFORMATORY AND INDUS-| VALUATION OF BELFAST LICENSED 
TRIAL SCHOOLS. PREMISES. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that there are over 5,000 girls in the 
reformatory and industrial schools in 
Ireland, and whether the question of 
appointing female inspectors in connec- 
tion with these institutions has been 
considered. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
appointing a female assistant inspector 
of reformatory and industrial schools in 
Ireland was considered by my predecessor 
in 1899, when it was decided that the 
sphere of work in which a female assis- 
tant might be engaged was too limited, 
and that the services of a male assistant 
would be more advantageous to the 
Department. I am not aware that a 
female assistant is employed in connec- 
tion with these schools in this country. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that there are 
more girls in Irish schools than in similar 
institutions in England / If we are per- 
mitted to discuss the action of the execu- 
tive, I certainly shall raise this question. 

VALUATION IN TRISH COUNTY 

BOROUGHS. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 

Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 


Ireland whether the rule that is applied | 


to the land in Ireland that the valuation 
should not 
applied to the county boroughs in re- 
spect to the new valuation, and whether, 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chiet 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, in regard to the valua- 
tion of licensed premises in Belfast, the 
value of the licence is and 
whether those premises are valued on 
the same basis as other business and 
private premises. 


assessed, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Licensed premises 
in Belfast are now valued on the same 
basis as other business houses, with a 
sum representing the annual value of 
the licence added. 


TYPHUS FEVER IN THE ARRAN 
ISLES. 
Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): L beg to 
cask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that typhus fever has broken out 
in the Arran Isles, county Galway ; 
whether complaints were made to the 
Local Government Board concerning the 
unsanitary state of the isles so long ago 
as last August ; and whether the medical 
inspector of the Board entirely neglected 
his duties in not visiting the isles until 
about ten days ago, and whether he will 
cause an inquiry to be made into the 


| conduct of this officer. 


be increased could be also | 


seeing that the gross valuation of Belfast | 
city has been increased by 25 per cent., | 
there is any reason why such tenements | 


should not be reduced by that amount, 
so that the Imperial taxation would not 
be increased. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Section 65 of the | 


Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, 
provides that land in county boroughs 
is to be valued in the same manner as 
houses. It cannot, therefore, be valued 
under the old Valuation Acts, which 


contained no provision for revising its | 


value. There is no power 


under the | 


Valuation Acts to reduce the valuation | 


below the statutory basis. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The first and 
second paragraphs are a repetition of 
inquiries put to me by the same hon. 
Member and answered on the 28th 
ultimo. I also stated that the duty of 
taking steps to prevent outbreaks of 
fever devolves upon the local authority 
and not upon the medical inspector of 
the Local Government Board. That 
gentleman visits the Arran Islands as 
often as his other duties throughout the 
province of Connaught permit, and I 
am not aware that there is anything in 
his conduct calling for inquiry as sug- 
gested. 


Mr. DUFFY: But why did the in- 
spector fail to visit the island until ten 
days ago ! 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The duty devolved 
not on the inspector, but on the local 


authorities. 
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MULLINGAR LUNATIC ASYLUM CAPI- 
TATION GRANT. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
| beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state the amount paid for capitation 
in relief of rates for the service of Mul- 
lingar District Lunatic Asylum for the 
year ending 31st March, 1901: can he 
state how much of this sum was credited 
to the county Longford ; and is he aware 
that serious complaint is made in county 
Longtord of the taxation consequent 
upon the present management of the 
Mullingar Asylum. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The amount paid 
tor capitation grant in relief of rates for 
the service of this asylum for the year 
ending the 3lst March. 1901, was 
£8.137 16s. 8d. Of this amount the 
sum of £2,045 &s. 3d. was credited to the 
county Longford. The management of 
the asylum is vested by the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1898, in a joint committee 
comprising representatives from the 
three counties forming the asylum dis- 
trict—namely, Longford, Meath, and 
Westmeath. No specific complaints have 
reached Government on the subject of 
the management of the asyluin. 


OVOCA (CO. WICKLOW) EVICTION, 
*Mr. COGAN (Wicklow. E.) : L beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the police who assisted the sheriff 
at the eviction of a man named Foley, 
of Ovoca, county Wicklow. on the 4th 
instant, entered the house with revolvers 
presented at the tenant. who refused to 
leave, and threatened to shoot him if he 
resisted ; that the only officer in charge 
of the police was a sergeant ; that they 
made a prisoner of Foley and a man 
who was in the house with him: and 
that these two men are now in gaol ona 
charge of resisting the sheriff; and 
whether a sergeant of police has any 
power to order the use of firearms on 
such an occasion unless in the presence 
of a magistrate, and then not until the 
Riot Act has first been read. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The sergeant en- 
tered the house with a revolver in his 
hand, but he did not present it at any- 
one or make use of threats. 


Three con- , 
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sergeant. Foley and another occupant 
| of the house resisted the sub-sheriff in 
| the execution of his duty and attempted 
'to strike that officer, as well as the ser- 
geant, with a wooden pole. The two 
men were arrested ; Foley has been re- 
manded in custody, and the other man 
has been admitted to bail. A sergeant 
of police has power to order the use of 
firearms if in his judgment the necessity 
for such a course arises, even though a 
magistrate be not present and the Riot 
Act be not read. The Riot Act is a 
public caution and adds nothing to the 
powers of a peace officer. 


RICHMOND DISTRICT ASYLUM. 

Mr. CLANCY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
directed to the views expressed by the 
Richmond District Asylum Committee 
in favour of the boarding out of certain 
pauper lunatics; and whether he will 
take steps to carry out the recommenda- 
tions of the committee. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Legislation would 
be necessary to give effect to the recom- 
mendations of the committee. The 
matter is now engaging the considera- 
tion of Government. 


DOUGLAS NATIONAL SCHOOL, 

Mr. THOMAS O°DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the teacher of Douglas 
National School, Roll No. 12,875, Dis- 
trict 54, sent early in January an order 
for books to the Board’s stores, and has 
since got no reply ; and that the manager 
of the school. who wrote more than 
three weeks since, complaining of the 
matter. has not yet got a reply ; and 
whether, seeing that on 19th February 
a second order was sent from the same 
and no reply has yet been sent, steps 
will be taken to place this department 
on a businesslike footing. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: An _ order for 
books was received from this school on 
the 14th January, and the books were 
forwarded on the 17th January. Both 
the teacher and the manager were at 





stables were present in charge of the 
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once“advised by post of the transmission 
of the books. A second order was re- 
ceived on the 20th February and the 
goods were forwarded on the 2nd in- 
stant. If there has been any delay (in 
the*delivery of the goods, or letters of 
advice) the responsibility does not rest 
with the Commissioners’ Department. 


BELTURBET TO BALLYHAISE 
RAILWAY. 

Mr. MCGOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether the railway from Belturbet to 
Ballyhaise is a separate railway or part 
of the Great Northern Railway of Ire- 
land ; is he aware that the Grand Jury 
of the county of Cavan, before this rail- 
Way Was constructed, gave a guarantee 
of 4 per cent. to the Great Northern 
Railway Company on the cost of con- 
struction; and, seeing that the ratepayers 
of the barony of Lower Loughtee are 
still paying this guarantee, although the 
Great Northern Railway Company is pay- 
ing a dividend of 6? per cent. to its share- 
holders, will the Board of Trade hold an 
inquiry as to the right of this company 
heing paid this guarantee any longer. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: At my right hon. 
friend’s request I will reply to this ques- 
tion. The railway is part of the Great 
Northern system. The barony does not 
guarantee 4 per cent. on cost of construe- 
tion, but only £340 towards any deficiency 
there may be in any one year after charg- 
ing the accounts of the branch line with 
4 per cent. interest on £30,000, the esti- 
mated capital and cost of working. For 
the year ended June, 1900, the receipts 
fell short of providing the working ex- 
penses and interest to the extent of 
£1,480, towards which the barony con- 
tributed £340, leaving a net loss to the 
Great Northern Company of £1,140. 


ENNISKILLEN INTERMEDIATE 
SCHOOL. 

Mr. MGOVERN: | beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that. on the 
division of the Fermanagh Royal School 
Endowment, the first chairman of the 
Roman Catholic Local Board of Eduea- 
tion gave a written undertaking, dated 
the 20th October, 1886, to spend half the 
Roman Catholic portion of the endow- 
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‘ment in maintaining an intermediate 
school in Enniskillen ; that, on the 3rd 
January, 1900, the present chairman of 
the Roman Catholic Local Board of Edu- 
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cation, in a written statement to the 
Commissioners of Education, also under- 
took to have an intermediate school 
established in Enniskillen ; and that, 
notwithstanding these undertakings, no 
steps have yet been taken to establish 
such a school ; whether he is aware that 
the Fermanagh Roman Catholic Board, 
while alleging that they have no longer 
any power under a scheme of the 22nd 
May, 1891, to establish a new school, 
have opposed a petition of the Roman 
Catholics of county Fermanagh, to the 
Commissioners of Education, to have the 
scheme so altered as to provide for such a 
school at Enniskillen, and advised the 
Commissioners not to advise any altera- 
tion: and whether the Commissioners 
of Edueation will now recommend that 
the scheme of 22nd May, 1891, be so 
modified as to compel the Roman Catholic 
Local Board to earry out the undertak- 
ings referred to. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commissioners 
of Education have no knowledge of any 
undertaking such as that mentioned in 
the first part of the question. But in 
January, 1900, a written statement was 
submitted to the Commissioners em- 
hodying a proposal of the Chairman of 
the Fermanagh Roman Catholic Board 
of Education to theeffect that a guarantee 
fund would be locally raised with a view 
to the allocation of a fair share of the 
endowment to an intermediate school to 
be established in Enniskillen. So far as 
the Commissioners are aware that pro- 
posal was not accepted. The Fermanagh 
Board has no longer any power, under 
the scheme of 1891, to establish a new 
school. It has asked the Commissioners 
not to advise the alteration ot the scheme. 
In answer to the third paragraph, the 
Commissioners in January of last year 
arrived at the conclusion that there were 
no grounds for applying to the Board of 
Charitable Donations and Bequests to 
make any change in the scheme. 


LAW SUPERANNUATION 
(IRELAND) BILL. 
Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): 1 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


POOR 
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Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he ' the matter, will he suggest to the central 
is aware that the Poor Law Officers’ authority the desirability of omitting 
Association in Ireland have circulated ,; from the tender form the provision re- 
amongst Members of this House a docu- ferred to. 
ment containing the statement that the Mr. WYNDHAM: The 
contributions proposed in the Poor Law 
Super ati ‘eland) Bill will estab- . . 
superannuation (freland) Bill will estab tender in consequence of the negligence 
lish a fund sufficient to superannuate —; —. See er . . 

; se sa ath of union officials in returning empties. 
union official, sthereby relieving the rate- in ities teen Ga | 

» . » arrc > ? appear’rs ( > é 

pavers of all cost in the matter ; that the : i — ee 

Bee ; ; equitable one. 
correctness of such statement is denied, 
and the assertion made that the passage Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Why do the 
of the Bill would increase the rates; Board take such interest in these con- 
will he obtain expert opinion in respect tractors ! 
to the financial proposals of the Bill. and ~~ Mr. T. M. HEALY: Because they are 
give Members of Parliament from Ireland protestants and Freemasons. 
an opportunity to know approximately eae: et 
before the Bill comes on for Second Mr. WYNDHAM : rhe hon. Member 
Reading its probable effect on local rates ; ™sconceives the object. It is to get the 
and inasmuch as the matter is of interest best medicines at the lowest price. 
to the administrators of the ted law Mr. MURNAGHAN: Has any com- 
system. he will ask the Local Govern- plaint been made of the quality of the 
ment Board to invite the opinion of jpedicines ? 
boards of guardians throughout Ireland as 
in respect to the proposals of the Poor Mk. WYNDHAM : I understand there 
Law Superannuation (Lreland) Bill. were complaints as to some. 


provision 
referred to was inserted in the form of 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is impossible to LAND SALES IN COUNTY WEXFORD. 
estimate the effect of the Bill on local Captain DONELAN: On_ behalf. of 
rates, since I cannot judge how far the hon. Member for North Wexford, | 
existing officers would be likely to take beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
advantage of its provisions. I see no Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
objection to inviting the opinions of arrangements have been come to for the 
Boards of Guardians on the provisions of sale to the occupying tenants of a number 
the Bill. of holdings in county Wexford, in addi- 

tion to those already sold to the tenants 

Mr. MURNAGHAN: Will the right in that county; and whether, seeing 
hon. Gentleman give directions for obtain- that the proposed sales cannot now be 
ing these opinions ! carried out owing to the lack of money 

Mn. WYNDHAM = Yes. for the purposes of the Land Purchase 
(Ireland) Acts, he will make arrangements 
for the advancement of £500,000 for the 


IRISH UNIONS—MEDICINE CON- : A : acs. 
'S purchase of holdings in county Wexford 


TRACTS. 
Mr. MURNAGHAN ; I beg to ask the immediately. 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer to the 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the fpct paragraph is in the affirmative. As 
Local Government Board rece ntly sub- already stated by me, no advances under 
mitted to the boards of guardians in Ire- the Land Purehase Acts can be made 
land a tender form for medicine contracts jn the eounty Wexford pending the result 
containing a provision to compel boards o¢ an investigation which has been 
. . . c i. ‘he ae 
eee timierg to coco rp: sea Or pay ordered for the purpose of ascertaining 
full value of same, the Local Government \-jethe SE ll EY LR 
parities gan Saat daha whether the limit of advances of guaran 
“yews oe oe teed land stock fixed by the Act of 1891 
tribute from the grant in aid a propor- ioe diate pendinal in the sneaky 
tionate share of the cost in connection . 
with the proposed arrangement: and Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Can 
inasmuch as the present custom relieves the right hon. Gentleman give us any 
hoards of guardians of responsibility in | idea when the result will be made known? 
j 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: [| hope in ten days 
or a fortnight. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Do the Land 
Commission make inquiry before they 
issue the notice that the limit of advances 
has been reached ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM was understood to 
reply that the limit was laid down in a 
Return issued in 1891. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: And is one 
result of the Board's action the stoppage 
of voluntary purchases ¢ 

Mr. WYNDHAM: 
not stopped. 


Questions. 


No, Sir: they are 


IRISH MODEL SCHOOLS. 

Captain DONELAN: On behalf of 
the hon. Member tor North Wexford, | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of [reland it he will consider 
the advisability of handing over the 
model schools in Ireland to their respec- 
tive county authorities for the purpose ot 
technical instruction. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This matter was 
recently considered by the Commis- 
sioners of National Edueation, who did 
not feel themselves prepared to take any 
action in regard to it at present, 


WEXFORD COUNTY OFFICIALS’ 
SALARIES. 

Captain DONELAN: On behalf of 
the hon. Member tor North Wextord, | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is the 
intention ot the Local Government 
Board for Ireland to hold an inquiry at 
Wexford with a view to the increasing 
of the salaries of certain county officials 
in respect of whom the previous action of 
the Local Government Board has been 
set aside at the instance of the county 
Wexford County Council by the Court 
of Appeal in Ireland ; and if. in view of 
the importance of the case, he will see 
that the proposed local inquiry is not held 
until the judgments in theCourt of Appeal 
and the affidavits on both sides have been 
printed and circulated as a Parliamentary 
Return, and that the inquiry is conducted 
in open court ; and whether in view of 
the expense to which the ratepavers of 
county Wexford have been already put 
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in upholding their rights in this matter, 
he will cause the expense of the proposed 
inquiry to be defrayed out of the funds 
at the disposal of the Local Government 
Board. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Leeal Govern- 
ment Board propose to hold a public 
inquiry at Wexford in connection with 
the salaries of certain officials in the 
county. and have asked the county 
council to state whether the 2nd April 
would be a convenient date on which to 
open the inquiry. The judgments of the 
Court of Appeal have been sent to the 
judges tor revision before laying them 
on the Table of the House. and as the 
judges are at present on circuit some 
little delay may unavoidably occur before 
the judgments are returned. If it is 
possible to have them printed and cireu- 
lated betore the 2nd April, this will be 
done: but if not. the Local Government 
Board would be prepared, with the con- 
currence of the county council, to post- 
pone the holding of the inquiry. In 
answer to the second paragraph. where 
the Local Government Board hold a local 
inquiry it is mandatory on the council. 
under Artiele 32 (3) of the Schedule to 
the Application of Enaetments Order. 
1898. to defray the costs incurred in 
relation to the inquiry. 

Mr. BOYLE (Donegal. W.): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman grant an inquiry 
to other county councils ? 

Mr. BOYLE: In 
salaries have been increased ? 
Mr. WYNDHAM : 
on the county councils. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: But in 
view ot the peculiar cireumstances 
attending the Wexford case, will the 
Local Government Board see that this 
county council shall not be put to further 

cost ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM : I will consider that. 


I do not know if it is possible. 


where the 


Cases 


The cost will fall 


COUNTY DOWN POLICE. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lorde Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the only Roman Catholic constable 
in county Down advanced within twelve 
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months to the rank of acting-sergeant 
oceupied a secretarial position in the 
office of the county inspector; and 
whether, as the proportion of promotions 
of non-Catholic constables has been six 
to one in a county in which Roman 
Catholic constables outnumber those of 
all other denominations, he will under- 
take that future recommendations for 
promotion in that county will be scruti- 
nised so as to ensure that the religion 
of which the majority of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary are adherents will not be 
a barrier to preferment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Recommendations 
for promotion in the constabulary do 
not come before me, but I am assured 
by the Inspector General that such pro- 
motions are strictly governed by con- 
siderations of merit and not of religion 


LIMERICK LAND COMMISSION 


SITTINGS. 

Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY (Limerick. 
W.): | beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to a resolu- 
tion of the Kilmalloeck Rural District 
Council in reference to the decisions of 
the Chief Land Commission recently 
sitting in Limerick, raising the rents 
fixed by the Sub-Commission in 40 per 
cent. of the cases tried before them : 
and, if so, whether he will take steps to 
legislate in the matter, as indicated by 
this rural district council, during the 
present session. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The number ot 
fair rent appeals heard by the commis- 
sioners at their recent sitting in Limerick 
was ninety-six. Of these the rents fixed 
by the sub-commissioners were raised 
in fifty-three cases, and reduced or 
affirmed in forty-one. In two 
judgment was reserved. The answer 
to the last paragraph is in the negative. 


cases 


Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY: Did the 
Chief Commission raise the rents fixed 
by the Sub-Commission ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order. order ! 


ROXBOROUGH ROAD SCHOOL. 
Mr. JOYCE: | beg to ask the Chief 
Seerctary to the 


Lord 


Lieutenant of 
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MONS} 


Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Roxborough Road schools were built, 
with the exception of a sum of £50, by 
the ratepayers of the city and county of 
Limerick, nine-tenths of whom are 
Roman Catholics, and that the premises 
are vested in the Commissioners of Educa- 
tion in Ireland by Act of Parliament, 
with an express prohibition against 
selling or letting them ; and, in view of 
the fact that the town council of Lim- 
erick by unanimous resolution protested 
against the uses to which these pre 
mises are now applied, will he state what 
steps he proposes to take in this matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The cost of build 
ing the Roxborough Road sehools was 
£1.672, of which the sum of £1,640 was 
presented by the grand juries of the 
county of Limerick and of the county of 
the city of Limerick. The premises are 
vested by statute in the Commissioners 
of Edueation in Ireland, to be held as 
part of the demesne belonging to the 
Diocesan Free School of the dioceses 
of Limerick, Killaloe, and Kilfenora 
inalienably, and not to be let or disposed 
of toany other use whatever. I have no 
information on the proportions of the 
religious denominations of the 
pavers of the city and county of Limerick. 
The town council by resolution dated 
2nd September, 1897, protested against 
the uses to which the premises were 
applied. The Commissioners have acted 
under the law as administered by the 
Court of Chancery in 
the management of trust property by 
trustees. The Government do not pro 
pose to take any action in the matter. 


rate- 


reference to 


GORTIN SCHOOLS, COUNTY TYRONE, 

Mr. MURNAGHAN: | 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he is aware that there 
is disappointment at the delay in com- 
pleting the new schools in Gortin, county 
Tyrone, will he explain the cause of 
delay and take steps to have them 
finished as soon as possible. 


heg to ask 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am_ intormed 
that these schools are practically com- 
plete and ready for the reception of 
pupils. The erection of the buildings 
was carried out by a contractor em- 
ployed by the manager, and the responsi- 
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Question 8, 


hility for any delay in their construction 
does not attach to the Commissioners 
of National Education, 


OMAGH RURAL DISTRICT RATES. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the local rates for the year 1901 in 
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equipment of the Portumna line from 
£12,000 to £18,000 ; and whether he 
will take steps to secure this grant being 
made. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
| first paragraph is in the negative ; nosuch 
/undertaking was given by the Govern- 
' ment. 


the Omagh Rural District of Tyrone are | 


30 per cent. higher than in 1897, on 
which the agricultural grant is based ; 
eam he say how much of this increase is 
necessitated by compliance with orders 
of the Local Government Board ; and, 
as the additional burden is placed on the 
occupying tenants, the poorest class in 
the community, will he take into con- 
sideration the necessity of increasing 
the agricultural grant to an amount 
corresponding to half the increase since 
the standard year, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The rates in this 
district for the current year show an 
increase of about 16 per cent. on the 
rates in the standard year. 
ix, | believe, of a temporary character ; 
it was not caused by the Local Govern- 
ment Board. but is chiefly due to the 
payment of election expenses, and the 


expenditure generally incurred in bring- | 


ing the Aet of 1898 into operation. The 
Local Government Board anticipate that 
the new rates about to be made will show 
a considerable reduction (compared with 
rates for the current year), not only in 
Omagh but throughout Ireland. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN : Is the right hon. | 


Gentleman aware that the new rate to 
which IL desire to eall attention is at 
least 35 per cent. over the standard rate, 
it being 4s. 3d. as compared with 
2s, lld? 


Mr. WYNDITAM: T have taken that 


into account. 


PORTUMNA RAILWAY. 
Mr. ROCTTE (Galway, E.) : 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- | 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware that | 
Mr. B. C. Moloy stated to the Roserea 
Board of Guardians that he had received 
a promise from the 
grant 


[FOURTH SERIES. | 


Government to 
Inerease the 


VOL. XC. 


This increase | 


towards the re- 


SMALL HOUSES ACQUISITION ACT. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
/Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he would be willing 
to introduce an Amendment to the 
Small Houses Acquisition Act, Clause 2, 
sub-section (c¢), that the title to the 
ownership is one which an ordinary 
_mortgagee would be willing to accept, 
jand insert the word purchaser instead 
}of mortgagee, and also modify Registra- 
ition Clause 7 by removing the personal 
liability of the registrar, and the limit of 
i|time reduced to twelve years as under 
ithe Convevancing Act. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: T have 
informed the hon. Member that this 
Act, which became law in’ August, 
1899, has been in operation in’ Treland 
for so limited a time as to offer insufficient 
grounds for considering the question of 
ifurther legislation. When the Govern- 
/ment are in a position to form an opinion 
lus to how far it would be desirable or 
| possible, by legislation, to modify the 
machinery of the Act the suggestions of 
the hon. Member will be considered. 


| 


already 


| IRISH WORKHOUSE TEACHERS. 

| Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to 
jask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the national teachers in Irish 
| workhouses labour under inequalities 
| with their professional brethren in the 
| matter of salary, promotion, compensa- 
tion, and superannuation ; and whether 
ihe will consider these grievances with 
'a view to their redress. 





[ beg toask | 


Mr. WYNDHAM : Teachers in work- 
house schools are ofticers of the Board of 
(iuardians. by whom they are appointed, 
and who fix their salaries with the 
approval of — the Local Government 
fourd. It is also competent to the 
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guardians to grant to them, at their 
diseretion, superannuation allowances. 
Workhouse teachers will be eligible for 
promotion under the new system of 
gradation with the general body of 
national teachers, but such promotion 
will not give them any right to increased 
remuneration unless the guardians with 
the approval of the Loeal Government 
Board think fit to grant sueh an increase. 


WESTMEATH COUNTY COURTHOUSE 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roseommon, 3S.) : 
T hey to ask the Chief Seeretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Treland whether he 
is aware that the Westmeath County 
Council has deputed to a committee tts 
powers under The Agricultural and 
Technieal Instruction Act (Ireland), 1899, 
which committee is known as the West 
meath Agricultural and Technical In 
struction Society, and for the greater 
part consists of members of the county 
council, its place of meeting having 
heen in the county courthouse ; whether 
he is aware that. on Thursday, the 28th 
February last, the sub-sheriff had the 


doors of the council chamber locked 
against the committee and refused 


admission to the members on the ground 
that the room had been cleaned for the 
Grand Jury for the following day ; 
whether a committee appointed under 
an Act of Parliament, and recognised 
by the Agricultural Department, was 
right in regarding itself as a committee 
of the county council, and as such en- 
titled to the use of the courthouse when 
there was no interference with the ad- 
ministration of justice; and whether 
any steps will be taken to prevent a 
repetition of this exercise of the high 
sheriff's power of control over the court- 
houses, for the maintenance of which the 
ratepayers have to pay. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 


derry, N.): Tam aware that the county 
council has deputed its powers in the 
manner suggested to the committee 
named in the question. The committee 
was right in regarding itself as in effect a 
committee of the county council. The 
enstody of the courthouse is, however, 
vested in the sheriff. The primary pur 
pose tor which that building is erected 
and maintained is the administration of 


{COMMONS} 


1596 


Questions. 


justice. The right of the county council, 
or its Committees, to the use of any por 
tion of the courthouse for the execution 
of their duties is subsidiary to that pur 
The high) sheriff was not only 
entitled, but hound to take such steps 
as in his judgment appeared necessary 
in order to prepare the courthouse for 
the discharge of the business of the 


} We. 


assizes, ind that is the aetion complained 
of. The reply to the last paragraph ix, 
therefore, in the negative. 


Me. J. P. FARRELL: At 


Wiis the courthotise erected i 


whe eS er t 


Mr. ATKINSON 


ratepayers, 


At the cost of the 


Mr. HAYDEN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the grand jury 
were only to meet the following day. 
Does it take twenty-four hours to prepare 
the room for their reception / 


Mr. ATKINSON: Lam not aware of 
that, but it was the duty of the high 
sheriff to see that the room was duly 
prepared for the assizes 


Mr. FLAVIN: Then are the county 
council compelled to give up the court- 
house notwithstanding they want it for 
the transaction of their business ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


MAYOR OF WATERFORD AND 
COMMISSION OF ASSIZES. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 

I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the provisions in the great 
Charter of Charles I. to the City of Water- 
ford, whereby it is secured to the mayor, 
sheriffs, and citizens of the county of the 
city, for the time being, that no other 
may be assigned to inquire into, hear, and 
determine, or to deliver the goal, or to 
discuss or order any other thing within 
the said city, except one or more justices 
of the one bench or the other, or the 
Master of the Rolls, or one or more Barons 
of the Exchequer of the Kingdom of Tre- 


THE 


‘land, and that any such commissions, 


writs, precepts, or mandates made other- 
wise or to other persons shall he void and 
of no effect ; and whether, under these 
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circumstances, he will give directions | two questions together. My attention 
that the mayor of the city be, in future.) has been called to the reports published 
included in the Commissions of Assize. | in the daily press of the remarks of Mrg 
Justice Johnston on the occasion referred 
to. I cannot say whether the report is 


oa hich j in the | Wcurate, or not. I do not find any 
tne passage yer . ene : Ree ae : observation of the learned Judge as to a 
an pins Prawe ea8 a bn ' civil action such as is mentioned in the 
ie year L887 the then Law ers of the | ad Tho ine Sean raat : 
Crown in Ireland expressed the opinion | ee: FRG: AON a ee 
‘i se ferred by the| 2°S0n8 returned the accused for trial to 
« » ita AT AS > oT y ° . o. 
ale ‘ thle nary sale ’ *"©) the assizes for larceny. The depositions 
w8 wera: ee Rompe ste “ge rate disclosed a strong prima facie case for 
taken away by the thirty-second section | «ye a. Se 5 an 4 
of the Judicature (Ireland) Act, 1877 1 coll by —_ grand jury. By 
eatiaithe O Sia . th ’ | colleague the Solicitor General for Ireland 
aAVING > Crow ree To on > name | . ini 
caving tie \Town free to om tae name! most properly, in my opinion, on the 18th 
of the mayor from the Commission of Dabouary. 1901. in the acdinaey commie 
Assize. | coneur * that i Phe directed the prosecution to be taken up 
py vet aa part of the question | 1. the Crown. ‘The expenses of this, like 
G re “c ’ OG re. : . . 
a therefore In the negative those of all other cases taken in charge 
Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): Is the by the Crown, are paid by the Imperial 
right hon. Gentleman aware that Lord | Exchequer. 
Crewe, when Lord Lieutenant of Treland, | Mr. REDDY : Is it not true that Mr 
ome ae ert : ” aterford reinstated | Justice Johnston censured the Crown 
3 ! SS | rh, ee . + ' . 
ee ee | Solicitor for bringing forward the case ; 
Mr. ATKINSON: [ do not see how | and that he said he brought it on the 
. . . . | | “4 4 4 
that in any way arises ont of the question | express direction ot the Attorney General, 
who the judge said ought to pay the 
| costs 4 


Mr. ATKINSON: My attention has | 
been called to the Charter referred to, 


on the Paper. 


TULLAMORE ASSIZES—INSUFFICIENT ; ; 
BUSINESS—LARCENY OF QUINLAN’S | Mr. ATKINSON: T do not think the 
ASS. learned judge said anything of the kind, 
Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): I 

heg to ask the Chief Secretary to the} Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right hon. 

Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his} Gentleman say what was the age’ of 

attention has been called to the case of | Quinlan’s ass ? 

the larceny of Quinlan’s ass, which was | 

the only case to go before the grand jury! Mr. ROCHE: I desire to know if the 

at Tullamore assizes, and to the remarks right hon. Gentleman will act on the 
of Mr. Justice Johnston in respect of the | suggestion of the learned judge, namely, 
amount of expenses incurred ; and will) that when Quinlan’s ass pays the debt of 
he direct the repayment of the expenses nature it shall be stuffed and kept care- 


which fell on the ratepayers. | fully in the museum at Dublin ? 
Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, | ENNIS INTIMIDATION CASES. 


Ossory): At the same time, may I ask | i . 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland whether — W neg eee he. 
it has been brought to his notice that the | #8 the Chist Seeretary to the Lam 
calendar at the last King’s County Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
assizes consisted of only one criminal! case, | aware that Messrs. —— and ee 
in which the grand jury found no bill, have been summoned to appear at the 
and that Mr. Justice Johnston stated  ”nis Petty Sessions on a charge of inti- 
that the case was a matter for eival | mieten pam — Poh — = 
action ; and whether he will inform the | direct labour by the Clare pH ren 
House what official was responsible for and whether, in view of the change 
nendine the case forward to the ascites recommended in the law (under which 
m these prosecutions have been taken) 
Mr. ATKINSON: At the request of by the Lord Chief Justice of Treland, 
my right hon. friend, I will reply to these he will order these proceedings against 
3M 2 
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Messrs. Lynch and M'Inerney to be 
withdrawn. 


Mr. ATKINSON: At the request 
of my right hon. friend [ will reply to 
this question. The proceedings — will 
not be further prosecuted, 


BALLYBOGHILL POSTAL ARRANGE- 
MENTS. 

Mr. CLANCY : Thee to ask the Seere- 
tary to the Treasury. as representing 
the Postmaster General. whether he 
is aware that {the morning delivery of 
letters at willy bog hill vnd Damastoun, 
a journey of searcely two hours hy road 
from Dublin. takes place aut present 
about 12 noon; and whether there ts 
any possibility of improving the postal 
service ino that part of the county of 
Dublin 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
The mails are due at the places named 
at 10.5a.m.and 10.15 a.m. respectively, 
and the morning deliveries commence 
soon after those hours. In both eases 
the deliveries include the letters received 
in Dublin in the morning by the night 
mails from England. The cost of the 
postal services in both districts con- 
siderably exceeds the revenue from the 
correspondence, and the Postmaster 
General regrets that in the circumstances 
he would not be justified in ineurring 
additional expenditure in either case, 
with the view of affording an improved 
postal service, 


Mr. CLANCY : Then are we to under- 
stand that the public convenience is 
made dependent on the question whether 
or not the service will prove renaunera- 


tive ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN :That 
is one of the circumstances which have 
to be weighed in considering whether 
postal facilities shall be extended in any 
particular place. There are of course 
other circumstances to be taken into 
account. 


GOODS RATES ON IRISH RALLWAYS. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: T beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether any complaints have recently 
been made to him of the railway rates 


{COMMONS! 
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on the Midland Great Western Railway 
of Ireland; whether he is aware that 
goods for rural parts of Ireland ean 
he got cheaper from America direct 
to the ports of Sligo and Galway than 
per cross-channel steamer from Liverpool, 
and thence by raii: and whether he 
proposes to introduce any legislation 
to cheapen the cost of appeals to the 
Railway Commissioners. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : No com 
plaints of the rates of this railway appear 
to have been received recently, but 
the Board of Trade will always be happy 
to consider specific complaints made in 
pursianee ol Section 31 of the Railway 
and Canal ‘Traffie Act, ISS88. The 
answer to the last paragraph ot the 
quest lon ts in the negative 


IRISH TEACHERS QUALIFICATIONS 
FOR ENGLISH SCHOOLS, 

Mr. T. M. ILEALY : | beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee — of 
Council on Education if he can explain 
why Irish teachers trained for two 
years and certificated in seeond Class 
are not recognised as certificated in 
England, while English teachers un 
trained but certifieated im second class 
are recognised as certificated in Lreland, 
and are the examinations practically 
alike, 


Sir J. GORST: The Irish system of 
examination and ¢lassifieation of teachers 
differs, | am told, materially from the 


| English. The principle of the Board of 
| Edueation is to recognise all Irish teachers 


who possess professional qualifications 
which are in their judgment equivalent 
to those required from teachers in 
England. I am not acquainted with 
the grounds on which the Edueation 
authorities in Ireland recognise English 
teachers. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman look into the matter ? 
The examination papers seem to be 
pretty much alike. 


Sir J. GORST: Yes, I will see if 
the qualifications required of — Trish 
teachers are higher than those of English 
teachers. | have been told it is not so 
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IRISH NATIONAL GALLERY. 


Caprais DONELAN : On) behalf of 


the hou. Member for North Wexford, I 
beg toask the First Lord of the Treasury 
if. in view of the fact that large sums 
of money have been grantéed by Parlia- 
ment under exceptional circumstances 
to buy pictures for the English National 
Gallery, while no money has ever been 
similarly granted to buy — pietures 
for the Lrish National Gallery, he will 
take the necessary steps to secure the 
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H THE WINGS ACCESSION OATH. 
Mr. PIRIE: | bee to ask the First 
Lord of the ‘Treasury, with reference to 
the Oath taken by the Sovereign on 
accession to maintain and to preserve 
the Aet of Security in the Treaty of 
Union between Seotland and England, 
which Act is declared to be a fundamental 


hand essential condition of that Treaty in 


all time coming, whether, in view of the 


fact of this Act having been infringed 


iby the abolition of theological tests for 


Jan Vermeer, now being exhibited by | 


Messrs. Forbes and = Paterson in’ New 
Bond Street. for the Trish National 
Ciallery. 

Mr. A. J. 
think it would be desirable to alter the 
present system of contribution to the 
Irish National Gallery. It is perfeetly 
true that there has been a change such 


tion with the English National Gallery, 
but that is consequent on and connected 
with a proceeding by which the annual 
sum given to the English National 
Gallery has been cut down by half. 


LAW OF CONTEMPT OF COURT, 

Mr. JOUN REDMOND: [ beg to 
ask the First’ Lord of the ‘Treasury 
whether he is aware that. so far bach 
as Y4Ath October. ISs8v. the late Mr. 
(rladstone, then Prime Minister, declared 
that the Government had it in conten 
plation to submit at a very early period 
a measure dealing with the alteration 
ot the present law of contempt of court : 
and whether, as no such meastre has 
since that date been introduced, His 
Majesty's Government will now propose 
legislation on the subject. 

Mero Ad. BALFOUR : Some method 
of dealing with contempt of court. is 
necessary. but | do not know that any 
satisfactory change in the present lav 
haus been cugeested The hen. and 
learned Gentleman must. have amade 
some mistake as to the date of Mr. Glad- 
stones statement. as I cannot trace the 
reterence. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND : I will send 
the reterence to the right hon. Gentle- 
man. * 

* See The Parliamentary Debates |Third 
Series], Vol. celxxiv., page 30. 


BALFOUR: | do not | 


professors in secular classes in Scottish 
Universities, it is the intention of the 
Government to so change the Oath that 
it shall no longer be obligatory for the 
Sovereign to swear that he will maintain 
those tests which have been already 
abolished by Act of Parliament. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Lam advised 


: ‘that no change in the Oath is rendered 
as the hon. Member suggests in connec. | 


necessary under the circumstances sug: 
gested in the question. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: L beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury if 
he can now make any definite statement 
as to the Committee to be appointed on 
the subject of the Sovereign's Accession 
Oath. 


Mr A. J. BALFOUR: As the hon. 
Member IN aware, { he proceedings in COLL 
nection with this Committee originate 
in another place, and Pam not at this 
ioment in at position to make any state- 
ment on the subject. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sin Uh CAMPBELL-BANN ERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): | wish to ask the 
Leader of the Llouse what will be the 
business of Che House next week. 


Mio ALT. BALFOULR: He must partls 
depend on the business to-morrow 
(Friday) and the progress made with the 
diseussion on questions Comnected with 
the Army Estimates. 1 hope the Hous: 
will make rapid pregress, for the time 
when all the questions of Supply must be 
concluded is rapidly approaching. I 
hope hon. Gentlemen will consent, in the 
case of the Army Estimates. to the 


Speakers leaving the Chair and giving 


the Government Votes A and | without 
delay. To oam sure that the questions 
raised by the Secretary for War in his 
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statement are of the greatest gravity and 
importance, and | shall feel it my 
duty to find later on such opportunities 
as may be necessary for adequate diseus- 
sion of those far-reaching proposals. 

Mr. O DOWD (Sligo, 8.) : 1 beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
lie can state on what date it is proposed 
to move Mr. Speaker out of the Chair 
for the purpose of discussing the Navy 
Kstimates. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : This ques- 
tion should be addressed to the First 
Lord of the Treasury. 


LIST COMMITTEE 


THE CIVIL 
CONFIDENTIAL 


PUBLICATION OF 

DOCUMENTS. 

COLONEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury a question of which 
L have given him private notice—namely, 
Whether his attention has been called 
to the statement published in The Times 


to-day, purporting to give a full account | 


of the proceedings of and the papers 
submitted to the Civil List Committee at 
their meeting yesterday ; whether those 
proceedings and papers were not strictly 
confidential ; and, if so. whether he ean 
tell the House from what source such 
information has been obtained. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My attention 
has been called to this incident. 1 regard 
it as in the highest degree deplorable and 
discreditable to the channel through 
which this communication was given to 
the public press. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: As this is a 
uurely English Committee, will the right 
10n. Gentleman consider the desirability 
vf making it a purelv Lrish Committee ! 


Mr. PIRIE: I wish toask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he intends to take 
any steps to discover the channel through 
which this communication got to The 
Times, or to take any steps against the 
paper for publishing it ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 
have nu machinery at my disposal for 
tarrying out the investigation which the 
hon Gentleman sugyests. 


{COMMONS} — of Police in County Clare. 16ui 
Mr. BARTLEY: May | ask whether 


the document was not marked” private 


and confidential,” and whether a similar 


private and confidential document was 
not published a short time ago— the 
Report of the Telephone Committee 
in the same journal ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: FT believe Tam 
right in saying that copies of the docu 
ment which has been made publie wer 
marked “private and confidential.” 
They were strictly limited in number 
and were given only, as | understand, to 
members of the Committee. 


*Sin CHARLES DILKE: Will the right 
right hon. Gentleman take similar steps 
to those taken in the case of a confiden 
tial scheme which got into a newspaper 
aw good many years ago, which led by a 
careful examination of misprints to fixing 
the responsibility and to the printing 
contract being taken away from the 
firin ? 


Mr. Epmexnp ROBERTSON (Dundee) 
Will the right hon. Gentleman consult 
the law officers as to whether the Official 
Secrets Act does not apply ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps the 
hon. and learned Member will put a 
question himself to the law officers, and 
give notice of it on the Paper. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LOKDS. 
That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act for the regulation of the burn- 
ing of human remains. and to enable 
Burial Authorities to establish crema- 
toria.”’ Cremation Bill [Lords. | 


IRELAND--CONDUCT OF POLICE IN 
COUNTY CLARE. 

Magor JAMESON (Clare, W.): I 
rise to move the adjournment of the 
House to call attention to a matter of 
urgent and definite public importance. 
namely, the arrest and imprisonment of 
John Ryan, of Mullough, county Clare, 
on a false charge in reference to which a 
police sergeant and constable have been 
dismissed the service of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER : That does hot appear 
to me to be other than an ordinary case of 
police court jurisdiction, and | do not 
think I can submit the motion: 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: On) a poitt 
of order, Mr. Speaker. [cannot go into 
the question as to whether any policemen 
were dismissed for trumping up a case 
against this man Ryan, but | would ask 
whether the interpretation vou yourself 
have placed upon the rule as to motions 
for adjournment is not that the urgeney 
and importance of the matter brought 
forward should be left to the decision of 
the House ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER : There must be some 

prima facie ground for me to submit the 
motion to the Louse. [It is usual in cases 
where there is any doubt to submit the 
point to me first, so that Tmay have au 
opportunity of considering it. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: My hon. 
friend will postpone his motion till to- 
morrow. In the meantime, | hope he 
will not be disqualified from submitting 
it to your judgment. 


SUPPLY (ARMY ESTIMATES). 
Order read. for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Main Question [12th Mareh |]. 
“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair.” 


Question again proposed, 


sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The Estimates which 
are to be submitted when we go into 
Comittee are of exceptional importance, 
and TE think it would not be too much to 
say that the discussion of theme may be 
dhnost charactertsed as totwentou I an 
contipmoed in thrat Opitibon ly the toet that 
the hon. Member tor Great Yarmouth 
speaking with the authority of ene whose 
letters are admitted to the columns of 
2 the other day invited me and 


he hon. and zallant Gentle- 
man ts pertectly vicht. This is an occa- 
sion on which we are bound to take 
exception, If we see it right to do so. to 
these great Estimate. 

Now, last vear the excess of the normal 
Estimates of the year over the preceding 
year ran tu five millions ; on this occasion 
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they only, if Lmay use that word, amount 
to three and a half millions. In previous 
years of the present Government's 
administration they have built: up the 
ordinary Estimates of the Army from 
eighteen millions to the figure at which 
they now stand—namely, twenty-nine 
millions. The Secretary for War said 
with great truth that we had become 
inured to these huge figures. We have 
heen accustomed to them¥and do not 
realise what they are. It may be asked 
why, seeing that the actual increase is not 
so great as the increase last vear, we did 
not make our protest last year. For that 
I think T can give two or three very 
excellent: reasons. There are consider- 
able differences between our position this 
year and last year. Last) year our 
criticism was overborne by the fact of the 
emergencies which existed. [| am not 
speaking at all off war expenditure. 
There has been no impediment placed 
upon any expenditure for the purposes of 
the war in order to bring it as soon as 
possible to a satisfactory and triumphant 
conclusion. I am speaking only of the 
normal Estimates. Last year we could 
not with a calm mind discuss the increase 
in the Estimates, because we were over- 
borne by the consciousness of a great 
emergency, and the proposals of the 
(Government were, by their own admis- 
sion, of the nature of shifts and ex- 
pedients to meet that emergency. The 
House, therefore, exercised great reserve, 
and many of us who had something to say 
held our peace. Now we are free from 
that necessity. | am not going to say 
that the war is over, or is on the eve of 
being over, but the great emergeney, at 
all events, is over for the present. The 
how. and gallant Gentleman the Member 
for essex the other day referred to one or 
two of the proposal whieh lave been 
carried out be way ef inereacine tle 
military strength of this country. and | 
think he very properly raised a smile. 
almozt, on the face of everyone who 
listened to him when he spol: of the 
Reserve battalions—the stout. elderly 
gentlemen of whem they are composed— 
and when he described the process. which 
has been going on quite recently 
of hurrying on beard ship at South- 
ampton horseless and saddleless Yeo- 
manry, Who may be anything in the 
world, but are certainly not Yeomen, 
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Following the example of the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman, | think we may fee! 
ourselves more free than we were to 
discuss sume of these matters. but it is my 
intention in this debate to avoid as much 
as possible questions of detail, and to 
confine myself to the larger questions 
of military policy which have arisen. 
Another thing which makes a difference 
between this year and last year is this 
that this year’s proposal has been an 
liounced as a great epoch-making reform. 
It has been heralded by receiving a 
prominent place in the gracious Speech 
fromthe Throne. It was heralded before 
that by a good many speeches at the time 
of the Genera! Election —that Genera! 
Klection, which wil! be an inexhaustible 
topic for al! those who wish to under 
stand the methods of the present Govern 
ment. It is an object-lesson which we 
are not likely soon to forget. Success 
does not always justify the methods that 
are used to obtain it. We were told that 
if the country would only place confidence 
in the right hon. Gentleman opposite 


there would be a permanent solution of | 


the great military problem. Does any 
one see an element of finality or per- 
manenee in the proposals that are now 
brought forward! It is true that) the 
right) hon. Gentleman 
three or four months in office. but as we 
are all aware he is perhaps more familiar 
than any other individual among us 
with al! questions of military poliev, and 
the accident of his having been engaged 
in another department for a year or two 
does not prevent him from being in al! 
respects most excellent!y qualified to 
deal with the problem. His principa: 
adviser, the Commander-in-Chief, has, 
however, only been in office for a few 
months. We have the 
admiration for and gratitude to Lord 
Roberts, and there is probably no man 
at the present moment to whose opinion 
on ordinary military 
would be moore willing to bow. At tlre 
same time, | must make this observation 
—that I think Lord Roberts s name and 
fame are a fittle too largely invoked. 
There is a rule of this House prohibiting 
hon. Members from introducing into de- 
bate the name of the Sovereign ; I almost 
think, sometimes. that we ought to 
extend that rule to include the Com- 
mander-in-Chief. Even Lord Roberts's 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


has only heen 


most mtense 


; ubject the count U\ 
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great. services and career ought not to 
dazzie us and blind us to sueh obvious 
mistakes, if they exist. Tam aware that 
occasions may arise when the opinion of 
a teading muitary expert may be quoted 
in substantiation of that which a Minister 
states In this House. L remember one 
occasion when | adopted that comrss 
myself; but the judgment which | quoted 
from omy principal military authority 
was scouted as of no effect 
Ilere it is a little worse, 
authority of the Commander-in-Chief is 
constantiy being brought in, and 1 ver 
ture to say it is neither fair to Lord 
Roberts himself, nor is it) altogether 
proper in relation to Parliament. We 
must remember this, that the Coin 
mander-in-Chiet has passed nearly the 
whole of his military life in Endia. in what 
Lo may cal! dealing with the finished 
article. He is an immense authority on 
everything connected with the use of 
troops; but, from the necessity of the 
Case, he has had as vet ho experience, 
no individua! persona! knowledge, of the 
peculiar difficulties that are found in this 
country in furnishing the raw materia! 
out of which the finished article is made. 
the precise force we have to maintain, 
the social and loca! susceptibilities we 
consider, and the sensitive 
warket from which that raw materia! 
is drawn. Al! these matters an officer, 
however distinguished, who has been al! 
his career in India can have no acquaint 
ance with. Lord Roberts has just come 
home from a great command, where he 
has great!y added not only to his fame. 
but also to his knowledge of the British 
Army. But TP think that if we are to 
he guided by what we call the lessons 
of the war great caution must be 
used. The conditions of this war are 
i exceptional! 


whatever. 
because the 


have to 


In) TDN most 
exceptiona! in the demands made Wwpon 
us, exceptional in the nature of the war 


fare. Whereelse are we tihely te be eatied 


respects 


Upou to fieht net an arin but oa 
whole population, with al! the manheod 
ot the peeple skilled in the use of horse 
and rifle and wel! tound in both ? Where 
sha! we find a country at a!! similar to the 
scene of operations ? We sha!! therefore 
incur risk of being warped and vitiated 
in our who'e iniitary system if we frame 
it to meet aseries of repetitions of this war 
in South Africa. There are, of course, 
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titmbers of lessons to be drawn, and no 
une is more capable of suggesting them 
to the right hon. Gentleman than the 
present Commander-in-Chief—[ mean 
in regard to the efficiency of our weapons, 
in regard to our mobilisation and tran- 
sport arrangements, the character of our 
equipment, and the training of officers 
and men. On those and kindred sub- 
jects Lord Roberts can very rightly 
advise us, but we must not proceed on 
the supposition that any future war 
wil! be similar to this one, and I think 
we should do we!! to !ook with suspicion 
on any proposa! that bears a trace of that 
error. 

Another circumstanee gives special 
importance to these Estimates. It is 
this —that this is a new departure ; this 
ix a new declaration of policy. In the 
first place, the Government proposes to 


add an army corps to the scheme of the | 
Army, and that army corps is destined | 


not to’ the domestic defenee of these 


islands, but to be sent abroad. 


man took up an ominous attitude with 
regard to compulsory service, because 
he let us see plainly that, although he 
objects to compulsion, yet, if voluntary 
recruiting fails to furnish the men re- 
quired for his scheme and if the scheme 
therefore comes into conflict with the 
right hon. Gentleman's objections, it 
will not be the scheme that will be made 
to yield, it will be his objections. There 
is much shaking of the head now over 
the possibility of the exhaustion of our 
military recruiting resources. By and 
by there will be mueh shrugging of 
shoulders when we are told that that 
eventuality has actually occurred. This 
has been plainly indicated by the right 
hon. Gentleman, and it marks a totally 
new departure from anything that has 
gone before. [ take exception to the 
proposals of the right hon. Gentleman 
and ot the Government on both grounds. 
| hold that no adequate justification 
has been offered for this new army corps, 
and I hold that conscription in any form 
will not be endured by our people, and 
ought not to be imposed upon them ; and, 
further, if it were imposed, it is inap- 
plicable to the peculiar military require- 
ments of our Empire. What reason 


does the right hon. Gentleman offer for 


(14 Maren 1901} 


And, in | 
the second place, the right hon. Gentle- | 
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this new army corps for foreign service ! 


He discards the idea that a wise foreign 
| poliey may keep us out of trouble. Our 
neighbours, he says, have an eye to our 

wealth ; the goodwill and forbearance cf 
foreign Powers are a mere quicksand 
to the right hon. Gentleman. And he 
says this, remember, on hehalf of his 
Majesty's Government. I am quoting 
his own words. There are two conti 
| nents besides Africa in which he says we 
| have great “ commitments "—great 11 
| terests to defend. I should like to have 
ia little more information about this ; 
}and then he speaks of European “ e1- 
itanglements.’ Entanglements is not a 
inice word. The last time we heard of it 
}was at Ladysmith, and it arose in scme 

degree, at any rate, on that oceasion 
from a rash promise made by the hn 
|perial Government, and it is the same 

Government now which again speaks of 
entanglements. The right hon. Gentle- 
/man says— 


“ We cannot suppose that, if ever we should 
unhappily hecome entangled in European com- 
plications, we could fulfll our engagements to 

| our allies by limiting our operations solely to 
| the action of our Fleet. keeping our soldiers in 
barracks at home.” 

'What is all this cloudy talk about en- 
'tanglements and commitments and 
allies?) We have a right to know before 
any of this money is voted. Here is a 
great additional burden proposed to be 
put upon the taxpayers, and as a matter 
of fairness to the taxpayers they ought 
to be informed. If we do not ask for 
this now we shall be told afterwards that 
we were consenting parties. This air of 
!** | could an’ if I would ” say something 
will not do in a matter so grave. | 
believe that either such hints are serious, 
and in that case they should be made 
more explicit. or they are mere mis- 
chievous trifling. Some readjustment 
of the units of the Army is a_ trifle, 
neither here nor there, but these indice: - 
tions of Imperial necessities are momeh 
tous. Indeed, if I were to guess at what 
is indicated when we hear cf one con- 
tinent after another where we have great 
commitments, it is not three but thirteen 
‘army corps that would be required. 
Let me say this. As we are here within 
four walls and nothing can get outside, 
| we can afford to talk with perfect frank- 
(hess and sincerity. What is an army 


| 
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corps in this eountry £0 Sir, the expres 
sion “army corps” is like the great word 
Mesopotamia it is a blessed word. It 
deludes the earnest and it imposes on 
the simple. But in this case “ army 
corps has another feature. In this 
country an army corps is a pure fiction. 
It is convenient for purposes of adminis- 
tration; it is a useful thing—to use the 
regular phrase—to work up to, but it 
has no other value. No army corps was 
ever put oon beard ship to leave this 
country, aud L- doubt if it ever will 
be. 


*Sin HERBERT MANWELL (Wigton): 
We have sent out six to South Afriea 
und we had two at Waterloo. 


Sin Hl. CAMPBELL. BANNERMAN : 
In the form of an army corps! The 
right hon. Gentleman SUVs with perfect 
truth that during this war we have 
sent out to South Afriea the equivalent 
of six army corps, but not 
army constituted as such. In 
other countries it is quite different. In 
Continental countries the army corps 
has a reality it can never have here. 
There it is localised and stereotyped ; 
and, as they have no drafts and no reliefs 
to send to foreign garrisons, it can be 
maintained rigidly, and, when the neces- 
sity comes, marched off to the front. 
Let the House never forget this—ours 
is necessarily what I should call a fluid 
Army. The units must be interchange- 
able and elastic. The composition of the 
force which leaves this country will have 
to be adjusted to the necessities of the 
particular climate of the country and eam- 
paign in which it will be employed. That 
Is not so in the case of Germany or 


a single 


COPps 


France, where the army corps have to 
march over the frontier inte a country 
homogeneous with their own and in all 
particulars familiar to them. Theretore 
the alarming proposal is not the creation 
of a new army corps, which has no terrors 
for me, knowing the nature of the word ; 
it is not the mere fact that some military 
units are in future tobe known by another 
name ; the alarming thing is the recog- 
nition shown here of some great military 
purpose. But the right hon. Gentle- 
man did not stop there. 
saying, I think, of Lord Palmerston, “* We 
ure not a military nation, but a fighting 
Sir H. Cumphell-Bunnerman, 
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people” TL think he attributed it) to 
Lord Palnierston. 


Tk SECRETARY oF STATE voi 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild 
ford): | have since been told it was Mr. 
Gladstone who said “ We are not a mili 
tary people.” und Mr. Disraeli replied, 
* But we are a martial race.” 


sin dl. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


The right hon. Gentleman then went 
on to say—-" We may be a fight 


ing race, but it is only by acei 
dent that we are a military nation : 
we have to how we can 
turn that accident into a permanent 
fact.” Therefore it is not only entangle 
ments and commitments that we 
before us. but a transformation of the 
national character. Lo venture to Say 
this is running counter to the whole 
genius and traditions of our people, 
Our position in the world has been made 


consider 


have 


and is held by commerce and peace and 
amity : it must be maintained inthe same 
manner. and not by the stirring up of 
the military spirit. Moreover, if ever 
there was a moment less desirable than 
another when the energies of our people 
should be diverted into a military 
channel, it is now, when it will require 
all the energy and enterprise of our 
people to maintain our predominant and 
pre-eminent position in the industry of 
the world. 

What is the true military policy fer this 
country whieh hes been pursued by all 
wise statesmen of the past? In the 
first place it should be a complete defence 
of our shores. There is the Navy, of 
course, everybody knows that, — but 
behind the Navy there must be an 
adequate Arniy tor home defenee. bot 
ils PrP pose nother wall be 
no demand will Lye rely a Vheretfore. 
the tirst thing is to Increase the efheren 
of the defensive force. It by no means 
follows that you must increase its 
number. I am not sure that in 
parts of it a little p! uninge away of num- 
bers weuld not be advantageous, pro- 
vided the remainder was inereased 
greatly in efficiency. In that case, 
[ should be glad to support any: 
thing the Government proposes for 
such a purpose as that, admitting that 
we have been found rather deficient 
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in proper provision in Chis respect. as the 
last few months may be said to have 
shown. The second thing we have to 
do is to provide adequate garrisons 
for the Empire where they are required. 
The right hon. Gentleman makes two 
proposals in regard to this. In the first 
place he speaks of twelve battalions 
being a sufficient: garrison for South 
Africa. I should be very glad to be 
able to take so hopeful a view. If twelve 
battalions are sufficient for that pur- 
pose it will show that our policy of 
settlement after the war had been based 
on the proper and wise foundation. 
But 1 think it is rather a sanguine pro- 
ceeding deliberately to speak of twelve 
battalions as the normal military force 
for South Africa. Then he proposes 
to hand over from the Army to the 
Navy certain coaling stations. I> am 
one of those who, looking at the matter 
mainly from the point of view IT have 
heen most namely, the 
interests of the Army--have often ex 
pressed adhesion to that policy. But 
the Navy almost to a man are in deadly 
opposition to it, and I do think the right 
hon. Gentleman had no right to come 
here and speak of that as a feature of 
his scheme when he tells us at the same 
time that the Admiralty has not yet 
agreed to it. I was taught in the earliest 
days of my public official life that the 
last thing you should do 
support your own Department by 
compromising another. If. for in- 
stance, a Minister thinks that 
thing should be done and the Trea- 
sury imposes obstacles, he should never 

is it allowable to the word 
“round”? [laughter|—he shou!d never 
“round ” upon the Treasury by exposing 
that fact, but should accept the responsi- 
bility and be loya! te the other Depart- 
ments. But | cannot sav that in this 
matter the mght hon Gent!eman has 
acted up to that high standard. The 
last point in sound military poliey is 
that we must have a sufficient force, 
properly equipped to reinforce our 
garrisons, and for any emergency wher- 
ever an expeditionary force is required. 
This is the point, undoubted!y, upon 
which opinions wi!! most differ as to 
the strength of the foree which it is 
desirable to maintain for these purposes ; 


accustomed. to 


some- 


lise 
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ground should you in this matter base 
yourse f upon the experiences of this 
exceptioua! Boer war! Why should you 
expect to have such a demand made 
upon us again as has been made during 
the last two years? The proper thing 
to do is to avuid the necessity of sending 
large torces abroad ; to trust more to 
judicious diplomacy ; and I am bound 
to say that for the last five or six years 
we have seen one occasion after another 
where that course has not been followed. 

Now | come tothe great question which 
is really the crux ot the whole matter. 
The right hon. Gentleman proposes to 
raise a certain force in skeleton. How 
is that force to be maintained! Hew 
is he to secure that recruits wil! be forth 
coming for it? I am rather surprised 
that there was very little said om this 
subject in the speech of the right hon. 


Gentleman. | am rather surprised 
that the right hon. Gentleman gave 
us no information whatever as 
to the number of reeruits required 
for the several branches of — the 
service. Surely he must have thought 
‘it out and fortified himself with an 


actuarial calculation as to the recruits. 
That should present no diffieu'ty to 
him, because my experience !eads me 
to believe that actuarial calculations can 
be made to prove almost anything. Let 
us have next an actuarial calculation of 
the number of recruits. There is no difti- 
culty whatever in procuring plenty of 
recruits in time of war. The enterprising 
spirit is rife enough then to induce men 
to go to the front, and we wil! always 
obtainthem. It isthe !ist!ess, du!!, anxious. 
irksome duties of the soldier in time of 
peace which fai! to attract. [ do not 
think there is any Member of the House 
or any man outside the House who has 


‘devoted much attention to this subject 


who does not see that the whole of our 
future system depends upon the possi 
bility of obtaining recruits. What, then, 
are we to do? If the scheme of your 
Army is too great for your resources. 
then you have two things that you can 
do—pursue a aggressive policy 
abroad and at the same time offer greater 
attractions to recruits. But do not 
flatter yourselves that you have as a 
safe ultimate resource the application 
of compulsory service. I am not going 


less 


but all I say is this, on what possible|to recite the well-known arguments 
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against compulsory service upon the 
grounds of political right’ and social 


convenience. Nor will 1 dwel! upon the 
strain on the industria! resources of the 
country which wou!d necessarily 
from the employment of it, because that 
strain is not easily assessed in figures. 
I take a much less ambitious view. Put- 
ting aside all questions either of principle 
or convenience, I ask is a compulsory 
system practicable in this country ?— In 
the first place it is inapplicable to the 
whole portion of our Army stationed 
in foreign peace camps. The German 
force in China is composed entirely of 
volunteers; not a single man is there 
because he is a conseript. There may 
be some justification for taking a man 
away from his home and family and 
occupation and making him serve in 
some barracks in order that he may be 


come 


trained into an effective defender of his. 


country, That we ean understand. But 
you can hever send such a man to 
the plains of India. or the veldt of South 
Africa, or even to the Rock of Gibrattar, 
in time of You can do it for 
home defence only. and that brings me 
to the proposal that there should be a 
ballot for the Militia. Those who talk 
about a ballot for the Militia should read 
up the history of the subject and they 
will see what happened in regard to it 
in past years. We have only to look up 
the text-books to see its anomalies and 
its inequalities, and the difficulties neces 
sarily placed by it in the way of recruit 
ing tor the Regular foreign-going Army. 
The system has been tried and aban 
doned. | am speaking. of course, of the 
Militia ballot- that is to say, the system 
of taking one man and leaving another. 
One man is to be chosen by some process 
of luck, and he is to be made to serve, 
While his neighbour escapes. Perhaps 
the man who ts taken away is the very 
man who does not want to go. and 
perhaps the man whe is lett behind is 
the very man who would hk: 
The old way was that you allowed the 
man chosen to purchase a substitute 


peace. 


to 90 


That is where the svstem came into 
conflict with the recruiting for the 


Regular Army. I ask can anything be 
more grossly unfair than the system 
of purchasing substitutes? How is the 
poor man, to whom it is just as great a 
hardship—perhaps greater—as tu the: 
Sir A. Cumphell-Ba nnerman, , 
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well to-do mau to be taken away, lo pur 
chase a substitute, while his 
neighbour is well able to do so 2 There 
must be universal compilsory service if 
you have it at all. 

Let us think for a moment what com 
pulsory service means. The first objec. 
tion to universal military service is that 
it would give you a vastly larger number 
of soldiers than you could possibly re- 
quire or employ. We are not in the 
position of Continental nations. Con- 
tinental vations, whether it be Switzer- 
land, Austria, Germany, or any other, are 
surrounded by other nations with huge 
armies, Who could in the ease of war be 
hurled the frontier an almost 
interminable crowd of armed Wied. There 
fore each of these countries must 
put every man it can possibly lay lands 
upon into the ranks. Bat we are ina 
different position altogether We have 
and our command of the sea 
depends upon our Navy. It the Navy is 
destroyed, what then / I will not pursue 
that further. No defensive army you 
could ever have could save you from 
disaster, But supposing the Fleet is 
inveigled away to the West Indies, or 
somewhere else. as in the old days, or 


GCLOSS 


the sea: 


supposing it meets with some disaster 
so that the shores of the country are left 
practically undefended for some days. 
Why. skilled soldiers and sailors will tell 
you exactly the number of men whe 
could be landed upon our shores in these 
circumstances, and they will proceed 
further to tell vou the smallest number 
of men that vou must have to deal with 
those who are landed, so that there is a 
limit to the number of soldiers you can 
profitably employ in these circumstances ; 
and if you have a great mob of untrained 
men, or even of efficiently trained men, 
they would only be treading on each 
other's heels. and would not be required 
for a purpose of that nature—-the purpose 
of defence. Therefore. on all cround., 
it seems to me that if vou lock quietly at 
it you will see that the svstem of con- 
scription is totally inapplicable, as well as 
politically intolerable. in this country ; 


and in so far as. not so much the 
proposals of the Government as the 
hints and indications of the right 


hon. Gentleman pointed to such a future 
policy, I must say that I will reject it and 
abjure it in advance. 


. 
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The right hon, Gentleman the Seere- 
tary of State is postponing the thorny 
question of the constitution of the War 
The War Office has a curious 
For instance, 
Member — tor 
| Essex 
attributes every evil thing to the War 
| should like to ask him whom 
You 
must have a War Office of some sort. 
What is the particular habitat of the ogre | 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman finds in | 
There are three elements in 
There are distinguished 
ofticers and their subordinates, there are 
a number of eivilians. and there are a few | 


Oftice. 
effect upon some minds. 
the hon. and gallant 
the Chelmford Division — of 


Ottice. 
does he mean by the War Office ? 


Pall Mall? 
the War Oftice. 


political officials. Which of these ele 
ments Is objectionable , 
presumably the best that can be found in 


the Army. 


for their positions than the 
Office, 
among themselves is a question which 
may be postponed to a more convenient 


season, especially as, | believe, it is going to 


he threshed out, or, to borrow a word from 


the hon. and gallant Member for the 


Chelmsford Division, washed out, to- 
morrow in another place. 
Now I[ come to the civilians. IT have 


olten heard it said, What chance has the 
Army when the whole thing is governed 


by a pack of civilians at the War Offiee ? | 


But it is an odd thing that it has always 
heen so. There has always been a large 
number of civilians employed in the 
administration, and especially in’ the 
financial business, of the War Office. — It 
was so in the Duke of Wellington's time, 


and he has held in passages which have | 
| 


come down to us that it is the proper con- 
stitutional system. It has always been 
considered desirable--and | put this very 
strongly tothe House -that the Secretary 


of State should have a number of men | 


trained and experienced in their duties, 
which are in no sense military duties, but, 
at the same time, independent of pre- 


judices and inclinations of a military | 


kind, and ready to point out when ocea- 
sion offers any encroachment onthe civil 
rights of the people. It is not only a 
question of good administration, 





{v6 Marcu 1901} 


The soldiers are 


They are men who have | 
come to the front, and | will say boldly | 
that for the last ten or twenty years you 
will not find anywhere men more qualified | 
soldiers 
who have held high posts in the War | 
flow they arrange their duties 


There | 
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is also a constitutional question in it, and 
although the right hon. Gentleman seems 
}to be setting himsef to diminish the 
|influence of civilians in the War Office, 
| Ll venture to say that that is a departure 
from the old constitutional system which 
satisfied the Duke of Wellington, and 
which, having satisfied him, may very 
i well satisfy those who come after him, 
Those clerks in the War Office do not take 
/notice of any military duties ; they deal 
with mi'itary subjects it is true, but only 
the civil aspects of them. In this war, so 
far as | have observed or been informed, 
nothing but admiration is deserved) by 
the civilian branches of the War Office for 
the manner in which all the purchases of 
supplies and stores and everything else 
that was required have been conducted, 
Some, indeed, among them ought, [ 
think, to be placed on a higher pedestal, 
pSome of them obtain great experience 
hand knowledge of military subjects, 
quite as great as any distinguished 
military officer can have. 


The right hon. Gentleman referred, 
very justly, to the reforms introduced 
and carried out by Lord Cardwe!!, and, 
being a survival of that effort, | thank 
him on behalf of the memory of my 
friend Lord Cardwel! for the way in 
| which he spoke of his work. But those 
reforms were not allowed to sleep in the 
meanwhile. They were sympathetically 
| developed by the father of the noble Lord 
| opposite, the present Lord Derby, and by 
(Mr. Stanhope, and 1] would mention 
especially that Mr. Childers was the 
author of that territoria! connection of 
the Auxiliary Forees which, I betieve, 
has, almost more than anything else, 
jcreated the zea! and enthusiasm which 
| we have seen in this country during the 
| past vear or two. [t is to them that we 
owe what has been done—the sending 
jof this great force to South Africa. 
| There is now leaving the War Office at 
the close of his career a civilian clerk, 
)Sir Ralph Knox, to whom, perhaps 
more than any one man, the institu- 
tion and success of that whole scheme 
of reform is due. | remember seeing a 
paper written by him in the early days 
of 1870, before the scheme had ever 
been considered by the higher autho- 
rities within the War Office itself, in 


i}which he marked down, with a nicety 
and exactness 


which is pertectly mar- 
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vellous, a!! the ramifications of the pro- 
posals and everything connected with 
this great localisation and 
organisation for adding to the efficiency 
of the Army. That was done by a 
civilian clerk. Now lL come tothe political 
officers. What about them? I would 
suggest to the hon. Member for the 
Chelmsford Division that he shou!d direct 
his sareasms against the politica! officers 
instead of denouncing that abstract entity 
the War Office, which may mean any- 
body or nobody, and apply his epithets 
to the Minister who undoubtedly is 
responsible, and who, as we know, is 
not one to refuse responsibility ; and 
here, at all events. in) the House of 
Commons, the Minister must be 
answerable. For my part, while reserving 
any detailed criticism of the plan now 
unfolded, [ must announce my dissent 
from it on the broad grounds that it 
indicates a departure from the prudent 
policy formerly pursued, and the intro 
duction of a military spirit and mili 
tary system which would fatally alter 
the Character of our nation and Kiaipire. 


scheme of 


made 


*CoLtoneL WARDE (Kent, Medway) 
said he wished to make a few remarks 
on that branch of the military forces in 
which, for the time being, he was more 
intimately connected. He meant the 
Yeomanry cavalry. He should be doing 
scant justice to that foree if he did not 
frankly acknow!edge the considerate and 
consistent support it had received from 
the War Minister for some years past, 
sometimes when it) was very much 
underrated by the country. He could 
only suppose that the Yeomanry cavalry 
had always done its work so modestly 
that the country had not realised their 
value. He would remind hon. Members 
of what happened last year. In the be- 
ginning of last year it was sudden!y dis- 
covered that the war could not be carried 
through successfully without a large force 
of mounted infantry. The Govern 
ment offered a very modest sum to the 
officers of the Yeomanry, and they pro- 
vided for the country a force of 12,000 
men fully equipped. He need not  re- 


mind the House of the services that 
were rendered hy that force. Tle con 
eratulated his right hon. friend the 


Secretary of State for War on the speech 
he made, the 
Sir H, Camyphe ll-Pannerman, 


expounding wlierations 
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which were proposed in the organisation 
of the Army. It was true that there 
was no reference in it to the absurd 
system of brigading two regiments 
together in order to make one adjutant 
do the work of both, and thereby effect 
an economy of staff. The right hon. 
Gentleman did not say whether an 
annua! course of musketry was to be 
included in the training, or what, if any, 
place the Yeomanry were to have in the 
army corps now being brought into 
existence. These, although perhaps im- 
portant questions, were more or less 
matters of detail. 

The question that must most affect the 
future of the force was its divorce from 
that branch of the service with which it 
had been hitherto connected-——namely, 
the cavalry. The first recommendation 
of the Committee of Yeomanry Officers, 
the formation of which his right hon. 
friend had himself asked for, was that 
the force should) continue to be called 
the Yeomanry Cavalry or the Imperial 
Yeomanry Cavalry. In the first 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman made 
with regard to this new force, he utterly 
ignored the first recommendation made 
by the committee. In the opinion of 
the hon. and gallant Member, “the 
experience of the South African War” 
was a hobby that was being ridden to 
death. No doubt we had a great deal 
to learn from the South African War. We 
had never in the history of the Empire 
had to conduct such a war before, in a 
country devoid of enclosures, where the 
rifleman’s range was only limited by the 
power of the eve, and in’ an atmosphere 
where the eve could discern objects 
double the distance possible in a European 
climate. They might never have to 
conduct such a campaign again. The 
Yeomanry had never been called upon to 
take part in a campaign abroad before, 
and might never be again. It might 
be that at some future period we might 
find ourselves at war with a European 
Power, and the country might be denuded 


stute- 


of cavalry altogether, and in that 
event the Yeomanry would be our 


only cavalry reserve. A distinguished 
officer some years ago stated that if the 
country was at war, and one ship laden 
with grain was captured by the enemy, 
the panic would be so ereat in the City 
that bread would eo up in price 3U0 
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per cent. In such a case it was possible notice the skilful! manner in which he 
that the Yeomanry might be ealled) concocted what TF oimay cai the new 
upon to suppress bread riots. Of what military organisation “soup. It re- 
avail would a rifle be then? In his) minded me of our own Gaelic neighbours, 
humble opinion the best weapon that who are so skilful in the culinary art, 
could be used for such a purpose was the who when they are short of provisions 
sword. Cavalry could always be cone make a soup which consists of tried 
verted into mounted infantry, bat onions, milk, hot) water, and certain 
mounted infantry could not be converted condiments, but meat is altogether 
mito even indifferent cavalry. The ex- absent. So it is with the scheme of the 
perience of the war had proved this. right hon, Gentleman. The basis of his 
Most of the eavalry regiments that had) scheme is wanting. He cannot bring his 
gone to South Afriea had been armed. scheme to a suceesstu! conclusion without 
with rifles instead ot lances, but he dealing with the question of reeruiting. 
doubted whether any War Minister or He told us he was about to ask the House 
Commanderin-Chiel would ever admit) for £S88.000,000, of which £29,.000,000 
that wecould do away with cavalry onall were practically the Army Estimates 
occasions. "There was no other cavalry for the year, thus showing that upon 
reserveexcept the Yeomanry.and it would) the present war as mueh within 
be a mistaken poliey to divorcee it from £9,000,000 has been spent as upon the 
that branch of the service. The country great Crimean War. But although this 
did not realise how valuable the Yeo- great Imperial! Army, and this great 
manry were, but from his experience charge is due to a great war undertaken 
he felt confident that if they were out’ for Imperia! purposes, not one hint is fore- 
for six months in) the year, that shadowed that any eal! would be made 
foree would be able to mareh round either for men or money upon any other 
most regiments of Regulars. Tt would portion of the Empire, but the whole cost 
he found that the Imperial Yeomanry is to be borne by these islands in the 
in South Africa had been used more for home seas. 
cavalry than mounted infantry purpose. In speaking of the future of the Army 
At any rate, the Yeomanry had now) he asked, [s it in strength and character 
established a claim on the country ;\ capable of fulfilling its proper functions ? 
they had vindicated their existence; To that he gave no reply, although over 
and he hoped the right hon. Gentleman | and over again we have pointed out that 
the Secretary of State for War was not the defensive forees of the Empire were 
going to desert them. He earnestly not adequate for the purpose. After 
urged the right hon. Gentleman to well-deserved eulogy of Lord Cardwel!’s 
inquire carefully before committing him-  gseheme, he said that that scheme gaveus 
self to a poliey which, in the opinion yjow 100,000 Regulars in South Africa. 
of a great many experienced Yeomen, But Lord Cardwel!’s scheme was never 
would go far to dest roy a force which, carried out. After it had been in opera- 
in the present war, had so fully earned. tion for a short time there was a sort of 
the gratitude and approval of the Empire | semi-return to the long service system. 
at large. What has this combination of the two 
schemes produced? We may have 
Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.): 150.000 in South Africa, but we have not 
No one could have listened to the fucid) three army corps. It was a mob of 
and comprehensive statement of the | 150,000 men we sent to South Africa. 
Secretary of State for War with greater Then the right hon. Gentleman said 
interest than [| did. for two reasons. In “| have over and over again endeavoured to 
the first place, toall Service Members and persuade the House that it ix necessary for us 
to organise our forees on the principle of 


Army reformers it was interesting to tind €, 5 
: being able to send two army corps abroad. 


that almost every suggestion which we 
have been for years past offering to the He attempts to cast the blame on the 
War Office, and which have been rejected ILouse. Why. this [louse has never 
with scorn, have now been tenderly em- | denied the right hon. Gentleman or his 
braced hy the Secretary of State. In the predecessor anything he asked for the 
next place lL was mueh interested to \rmy. On the eontrary, the Service 
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Members appeale 1 to his predecessor Over 
and over again to inerease the artillery 
and the number of trained horses with 
the troops, in order that we might have 
two complete army corps to send to 
South Africa. Therefore no blame what- 
ever is to be attached to the House of 
Commons. 

The scheme goes on to provide for 
155,000 Regulars in this country, and 
115,000 Regulars to garrison India and 
our dependencies beyond the’ seas. 1 
fee! confident that neither the right hon. 
Gentleman nor any other man who has 
had experience of these matters believes 
for a moment he wi 
sufficient recruits during the next: few 
years according to the scheme, and with 
the advantages !aid down, seeing that 
some 15,000 men are at present serving 
in India beyond their time, and that 
recruiting is certain to fall. 
Towards the close of the Crimean War 
we paid as much as £20 per miaun for 
recruits, and we are now employing what 
I may cal! emergency men at five shillings 
a day to do duty which the trained 
cavalry soldier is obliged to do for a little 
over one-fifth of that amount. The 
right hon. Gentleman was good enough 
to admit that the artillery was insufficient. 
What greater condemnation of those 
who sit on the Treasury Bench could 
there be than that admission, seeing that 
year after year the deficiency has been 
pointed out? Furthermore, we are 
told that a much larger body of mounted 
troops is required. These are the very 
two points which the sixty or seventy 
military Members of this House brought 
to the notice of the right hon. Gent!eman. 
If sixty or seventy Members interested 
in, say, the textile trade were to have 
brought before the Government the fact 
that certain reforms were necessary in 
that industry, would they have been 
treated with the scorn and contempt 
with which we have been treated? I 
think we are justified in making it clear 
that we did our duty, and we are in no 
way responsible for the terrible fiaseo of 
this war. 

The right hon. Gentleman referred 
to the great success of recruiting during 
the past vear. THe stated there was an 
16,000 men in the Militia. | 
Ile used the word “men,” but for the 
most part they were hays and weaklings 
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Of those 46,000 not one-fourth would be 
fit even to garrison India, let alone to go 
to fight in South Africa, He points to 
the 10,000 Yeomanry, but they were ob- 
tained under great pressure, and in 
consequence of the war. He spoke also 
of 56,000 additional Volunteers, and 

‘the grand total is made up to 140,000. 
But at what cost were those men pro 
cured? A great deal of this £88,000,000 
was paid to procure them ; and in order 
that he may have a sufficient supply in 
the future, what are the advantages held 
out! Instead of sleeping in a barrack 
room the recruit is to sleep in a cubicle ; 
he is to have a little less sentry-go, but 
not one farthing more pay. 
that recruits are usually drawn from 
pretty much the same class, is it likely 
that these inducements will enable the 
right hon, Gentleman to obtain sufficient 
recruits for an extra army corps tor 
foreign service in addition to those 
necessary for the 115,000 troops we are 
obliged to keep beyond the seas? ‘The 
right hon. Gentleman said he would be 
pusil'animous if he did not make further 
proposals to the House in the event of 
recruiting not being a suecess. [| was 
about to say that the right hon, Gentle- 
man was inclined to be somewhat dis- 
honest in placing this scheme before the 
House, beeause he must know from 
the statistics at his disposal that he 
cannot by any possibility obtain the 
men to make his scheme a suecess / The 
Militia alone gives 14,000) recruits, or 
one-third of the total number, to the Line. 
That being so, and if he is going to 
increase the Militia hy 50,000, how can 
the right hon. Gentleman suppose that 
he is going to recruit enough for the 
Militia on the one hand, and for the Line 
on the other, seeing that he offers no 
special incentive for men to join! He 
says the Army is to be no longer a paper 
force. I am disposed to think that a 
very large proportion will be a paper 
force, for, in addition to the matters | 
have stated, discharges have been sus- 
pended for eighteen months, and there 
will be something like 30,000 men going 
out of the Army at the close of this year. 
Inducements will be held out to them to 
remain, but those inducements will not 

he sufficient. Referring to the army corps, 

the right hon. Gentleman said, “ This is 
an organisation which cannot be cal ed 
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an organisation at all.” That is pre- 
cisely what we have been saying for 
many years past ; and I am disposed to 
think that the organisation of the future, 
although it may be slightly better, will 
be practically of very much the same 
character. 
exception, perhaps, of the one at Alder- 
shot, will be patched-up army corps. The 
right hon. Gentleman spoke of the stores 
being massed for each army corps in 
the army corps district. It must have 
occurred to him that vast barracks and 
buildings will be necessary, and that 
there will be an immense initial cost for 
transport. He has therefore not been 
frank with us in placing these Estimates 
hefore the House, and leading people to 
believe that £2.000,000 will be the entire 
cost. Ifthe scheme is carried out in its 
entirety, and the force is not to be a paper 
force, it will cost nearer £10,000,000 than 
£2? 000.000. 


Then I go to the employment of Militia 
and Volunteers, and here we have a case 
of the largest force being the least effi- 
cient. The fourth, fifth, and sixth army 
corps are to be mainly composed of 
Militia and Volunteers. When the 
glamour of the war is over, the majority 
of those who find it irksome to serve in 
the Militia or Volunteers, having to 
undergo a more severe training and to 
have a heavier strain placed upon them, 
will begin to ask why they should take 
this undue share in the defences of the 
country unless they are to obtain some 
corresponding advantage. If those cor- 
responding advantages are g'ven it will 
increase out of all proportion the demand 
which the right hon. Gentleman makes 
upon the taxpayers of the country. How 
are the Volunteers and Militia to be 
trained, and where are the officers to be 
found? A certain proportion will be 
drawn from the Regular Army, but the 
Regular Army is not only to be kept up 
to the present standard, but there are to 
be three army corps instead of two. Then 
the Volunteers are to be given field guns. 
If the Commander-in-Chief is going to 
rely upon field guns worked by Volun- 
teers for the defence of the country in 
case of naval mishap, those who are to 
work the guns must receive a very much 


higher training than Volunteers at 
present receive. 
VOL. XC. [FourTH SERIES. | 
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| To go to the question of the eight 
| reserve regiments which it is proposed to 
‘form, consisting of men of fourteen or, in 
some cases, twelve years regular service, 
I understand that existing reserve regi- 
ments are to be drawn on in order to 
encourage some of the men to volunteer 
for the proposed new battalions. When 
the late Under Secretary of State pro- ‘ 
posed embodying these men and said he 
expected to get between 45,000 and 
50,000 men, | was bold enough to say 
he would not obtain half that number of 
efficient men. A matter of fact, he 
obtained about 23,000, and I venture to 
think that three out of every four were 
men who, although fitted for one year’s 
home service, were certainly not fitted 
to do even garrison service in the Mediter- 
ranean. If these garrison regiments are 
formed, probably not more than one- 
eighth, or one-fourth as the maximum, 
provided that the medical officer is not 
too strict, can be drawn from the reserve 
battalions. Therefore they must be 
drawn trom the Regular Army, notwith- 
standing the tact that we are to increase 
the Army by one whole army corps. 
The army produced will be a stage army. 
The same men will be paraded over and 
over again. The incentive to the men 
to continue their service is Gd. per day, 
with Is. 6d. as an old age pension at 
sixty-five vears of age. No more ridicu- 
lous proposal was ever put forward. 
Very few men drawn from the working 
classes, especially old soldiers who have 
seen foreign service. reach the age of 
sixty-five. and they will not give you a 
“thank you” for such a pension offer. 
At present a man can serve for twenty-one 
one years, leaving the service at the 
average age of forty, and obtain at once 
a pension of Is. Id. per day, so that the 
new offer is no incentive at all. 

As regards the substitution of five bat- 
talions to garrison certain stations in the 
tropics, | gladly admit that that is a very 
sensible proposal. I infer from the right 
hon. Gentleman's remarks, however, 
that the whole cost will fall on the Home 
Exchequer, but I do not know whether 

ithe necessary sum is ineluded in the 
Estimates. When we come to the coal- 
ing stations we find a strange state of 
‘affairs. I always understood that the 
| fixed principle of our policy was that the 
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Navy was our first line of defence, and 
that the greater part of the Army was 
required only for the defence of India 
and our other dependencies, the remain- 
der to be, as it were, a feeder to the other, 
and that we relied to a great extent on 
our Volunteer forces for the detence of 
the Empire in case of mishap to the Navy. 
But here, in order to bolster up our Army, 
the system of robbing Peter to pay Paul is 
again adopted, and by this scheme we are 
going to render our Navy less effective. 
We are told the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty has not yet seen his way to give a 
final decision. I should think not. He 
very naturally wishes to keep the first 
line of defence in the best possible con- 
dition, and if he is to take over the coaling 
stations he must furnish the equivalent 
of five battalions of Marines, as | do not 
suppose the right hon. Gentleman meant 
that the Admiralty should use bluejackets 
for this purpose. The Marines are, with- 
out exception, the finest force in the 
country, they are picked men, but they 
are also very highly paid men. 1 wish 
to know whether the cost of these men is 
he borne by the Army or by the Navy. 
lf by the Army, the sum put down by 
the right hon. Gentleman must be in- 
creased, while if it is by the Navy then a 
greater sum must be demanded by the 
Navy. In either ease it is the same to the 
unfortunate taxpayer. 

With regard to distribution, | have 
only this one remark to make about those 
twelve battalions. They must be the 
same as the men we send out to India. 
Where are these seasoned old soldiers 
to come from, and what are the induce- 
ments held out to both non-commissioned 
officers and men to take a turn at this, 
after service in South Africa? | have 
dealt with the Militia problem, but I 
omitted to point out that no incentive is 
given to the Militiaman, although the 
right hon. Gentleman has undertaken 
to make this scheme perfect, and add 
150.000 men in the Militia. ‘To do this, 
he will be obliged to raise straight away 
80,000 men. As a rule they are 30,000 
men short,and the right hon. Gentleman 
requires 50,000 more, and | am at a loss 
to see where they are to be got trom, in- 
asmuch as they are to receive only an 
extra 3d. per day and £3 a year as an 
incentive to join. I think that will not 
be sufficient to induce the large number 
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of men he requires to come forward 
for the Militia. The Militia Reserve 
are to receive 4d. a day and £6 a year. 
but that Reserve cannot be drawn upon 
like the late Militia Reserve was drawn 
upon, because it is only to be liable for 
home service. The Militiamen who have 
done ten years and Linemen 
who have done fourteen years service 
with the Reserve are to form the new 
Militia Reserve, and they have to do 
fourteen days musketry. It is extremely 
unlikely that, when a man has done ten 
years in the Militia and has probably 
married and settled down, he would 
be willing to spend fourteen days every 
year at musketry. 


service 


Now | come to the Yeomanry. It 
is proposed to raise 35,000 Yeomanry, 
of whom some 10,000 are supposed to 
exist already. [ hope it will not be 
thought that because | am an old cavalry 
officer | wish in any way to disparage 
the Yeomanry, but what | Say is that 
we have always been given to understand 

and all the great Continental nations 
agree in this—that the minimum time 
required to make an effective infantry 
soldier in the case of a highly cultured 
man is one year. When you get a man 
of a lower grade it takes two years, but 
it has always been held that it takes 
a much longer time to make an effective 
cavalry soldier. If the only cavalry we 
are to have to defend these shores are 
to be Yeomanry, I ask whether that is 
not a bogus mounted force so far as 
these three army corps are concerned ! 
If one division of foreign cavalry were 
landed upon these and pitted 
against these 35,000 half-made cavalry 
soldiers, I believe that the foreign division 
would sweep them all away. Therefore. 
I say that it is deluding the country 
to lead people to believe that 35,000 
Yeomanry will be anything like an 
effective mounted force for these three 
army corps. They are to serve eighteen 
days, fourteen of which will be obliga 
tory, and the privates are to receive 5s. 
aday. That will be rather an expensive 


shores 


price to pay for these doubtful Yeomen, 


because no one believes that the right 
hon. Gentleman will get men of the real 
Yeoman class. You will no doubt get 
a number of the better class young men 
who now serve in the Volunteers. This 
new foree will be highly popular, but 
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highly inefficient. I notice that the 
(;overnment are about to provide horses. 
They will obtain men who, for the most 
part, are unaccustomed to horses, and the 
fact that the horses with which these 
men are supplied will be horses of which 
they know nothing will render the diffi- 
culties of the officers who have to train 
them very great indeed. 

Now I come to one of my complaints 
t the whole system. This war has con- 
clusively shown that the mounted man, 
as compared with the dismounted man, 
is of the highest advantage, more es- 
pecially in the face of modern weapons 
discharged at such a distance that the 
infantry man rarely sees the man to 
think that 
the scheme 
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whom 
one of the main defects in 
is the inadequate provision of mounted 
forces. It has of the main 
defects in the late war, as will be seen 
trom the Report published by the 
Intelligence Department. Referring to 
South Africa, that Report says 


he is opposed. — | 


been one 


“Tt is of all countries perhaps the most | 
dangerous in the world for infantry to operate | 
in without a sereen of mounted troops in 
their front and on their flanks.” 


Although we advocated that in this 
House over and over again, our Army 
was sent out to South Africa without 
sufficient mounted men. At Graspan, 
Modder River. and Magerstontein our 
infantry were mown down, and a famous 


Scoteh Brigade Was sacrificed heeause 
they were led into traps which they 
would never have been led into had 


they possessed a sufficient force of cavalry 
<couts. It has been said by the Leader 
the Opposition that we must 
not draw our deductions from the South 
African campaign. With that I entirely 
gree, because if we did it would be 
argued that the soldier of the future 
was a little man on a little horse with a 
long rifle and a big spade, and that troops 
if no other calibre were required. 1 do 
not suppose that we shall ever be drawn 
into a great Continental war in which 
we shall have to put such a vast army 
into the field, because in such a war in 
which we may be engaged the Navy 
will do the bulk of the work, and the 
only thing the Army would have to do 
would be to send a sufficient force abroad | 
to act as a threat to our opponents by | 
seizing some of their colonial possessions. | 
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Therefore we should only require a 
limited force, but it would have to be of 
the highest character, and if we happened 
to be operating in any portion of northern 
Europe, north of the Pyrenees and the 
Alps. it would be imperatively necessary 
to cover that territorynot with Yeomanry, 
but with thoroughly trained and skilled 
cavalry. It was conclusively proved 
in the war of 1870 that the whole success 
of the German troops lay in the fact that 
they had a thoroughly effective cavalry, 
properly trained to cover the advance 
of the army. 

As regards the Volunteer reforms. 
I notice that they are to receive 5s. 
a day, and that we are to have 225 
battalions, necessitating an increase of 
57,000 men, and that they are to do duty 
forthirteen days. But, after taking what 
I call the cream of the Volunteers for 
Yeomanry purposes—and the incentive 
offered will bring about that result 
is it to be supposed that you wil! be able 
to fill up that gap of 35,000 men and at 
the same time get fresh men to the tune 
of 57,000!) What about the employers 
It has, perhaps, not dawned 
upon the right hon. Gentleman that 
when he begins to put the pressure on 
these Volunteers, to give them the neces- 
sary training, the conditions under which 
they serve wi!! be that each man when he 
finds the undertaking to be irksome 
will have nothing to do but to pay a small 
civilian clothes, and 
walk off. The scheme resembles a fairy 
tale. I sha!! be told, probably, that we 
have a large number of trained men 
of different categories in South Africa, 
and that we have these men to draw 
upon. Out of the sweepings !eft from 
South Africa you may have a number 
of men, but | think that the vast number 
of the men fighting out there wil! take 
the earliest opportunity of returning to 
civilian fife. 

I now come to a point upon which 
most Service Members fee! very strong!y 
namely, the question of the artillery. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
of State for War admits its weakness, 
but shelters himse!f behind the Comman- 
der-in-Chief. He is made to say with 
reference to our arti!lery— 

‘“It has accuracy, it has moderate weight 
behind the teams, all of which are important 
elements in artillery.” 
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He goes on to say— 

“The open country and clear atinosphere in 

South Africa have shown that as regards range 
and power an improvement is necessary. That 
has to a certain extent been effected during the 
war by the provision of slow-burning cubes. 
As regards rapidity of fire some improvement 
is certainly necessary, and the matter is now 
under consideration.” 
Therefore this artillery of ours is defective 
in range, in power, and in rapidity ot 
fire. If this is so, then I ask what on 
earth is it good tor? I often think 
with what qua!ms in his heart the present 
Commander-in-Chief made this admission, 
when we reflect that the !oss of his 
gallant son was due to the fact that the 
range of our artillery was defective. 
We have pointed out before the tact 
that our artillery was defective in range. 
and that a neighbouring nation had the 
very guns which we desired. But what 
was done? The Financia! Secretary 
told us that he was about to spend some 
£200,000 in order to make what I wil! 
eal! some gimerack arrangement in 
connection with the laving of the gun 
and the carriage in order that we might 
fire a little more rapidly. On the occa- 
sion of the battle of Colenso, what was 
the officer in charge of the guns to do 
under the circumstances! Why, he 
was bound to do what the whole course 
of his training had taught him. He had 
either to remain in the rear, subject to 
the fire of the enemy's guns. or else 
thrust his guns right under the rifle 
fire of the Boers. He did what every 
British officer was bound to do, and 
now the unfortunate Commander-in 
Chief who !ost his only son in this way 
actually tries to whitewash the Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The remarks which 
the hon. Member is making are totally 
unjustified by the facts. 


Captain NORTON: The right hon. 
Gentleman says the remarks [ am 
making are totally unjustified by the 
facts. I am amazed. I say that our 
guns were defective in range. and had 
nothing like the range of the Boer guns. 

AN Hon. MemBer : Is the hon. Member 
speaking of guns of position or field 
guns ? 

Captain NORTON: [| am. speaking | 
of field guns. The hon. Member must 
Captain Norton. 
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know that we had no guns of position 
in South Africa unti! we drew on the 
Navy. Reference is made here to our 
Horse Artillery guns, and the report 
says :—‘* Our Horse Artillery guns need 
improvement in several respects.” Now 
I come to the question of the train- 
ing of officers. What is to be done 
is that professional! acquirements must 
rank first. If the intention is to do 
away with the socia! status of the British 
officer, seeing that it is the fact that it is 
the socia! status that causes him to 
desire to be an ofticer—if you sweep that 
away, | have strong doubts as to whether 
you will get a sufficient number of officers, 
and you certainly will not get the right 
class of men untess you are prepared to 
pay them adequately for their services. 
What is the incentive to be given to 
the British officer in order to induce him 
to devote himse!f to his profession, and 
how does it compare with other pro 
fessions where many prizes are to be 
gained! Prizes are very few indeed in 
the British Army. The incentive offered 
is that the officer is to be a!lowed to buy 
his uniform at cost price from the Govern- 
ment establishments: but I have yet to 
learn that the expense connected with 
uniform, even in the most expensive 
cavalry regiments, is a very large item 
in an officer's expenditure. The right 
hon. Gentleman said that the Govern- 
ment would shrink from no difficu!ties 
and from no criticism. You are offering 
to the British officer the sum of 36s. 9d 
per week. It you were to go into my 
constituency amongst the printers you 
would not get a single printer to work 
for 36s. 9d. per week, for he draws 40s. 
per week. And while you offer the 
British officer this immense sum, you 
put forward as an incentive that he 
will be able to buy his uniform at a 
cheaper rate, and you think that is 
sufficient to attract to the ranks of the 
officers of the Army a class of men 
who wil! be prepared to give themselves 
up to professiona! duties, and who, if they 
were to seek employment in other 
learned professions, would get at least 
ten times as much money. 

The right hon. Gentleman finished 
up with the question of cost, and he put 
the entire cost of this bogus scheme at 
something like £2,000,000. As I have: 
said before, my contention is that it wil} 
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cost £10,000,000, because you have to 
include transport, reforms in the Army 
Medical and the Army Veterinary De- 
partments, the building of barracks, and 
the establishment of training grounds, 
without which the troops will be a! so- 
lutely useless. I suppose no hon. Gentle- 
man here will contend for one moment 
ithat the recent South African War has 
been a success. When we carry our 
minds back to those terrible days in 
December, 1899, I ask whether there 
is a single man in this House or in the 
country who did not feel himself covered 
with shame when he read of those great 
disasters ; and even at the present moment 
what must be our feelings when we 
reflect that we have now got the equiva- 
lent of six army corps in South Africa, 
and that all this effort was necessary 
in order to subdue two petty Republics 
whose total population was not equal 
to one large London parish? I say that 
military men in this country are covered 
with shame, because we have nothing to 
show in this war except that all our men 
and officers have behaved with un- 
paralleled bravery ; but so far as the 
management of the Army is concerned 
we have all condemned it. We were 
not able to land in South Africa two 
complete army corps in proper fighting 
form, and we have had to keep drafting 
in afterwards all sorts and conditions ot 
troops who were a drag upon the 
transport, and who were not really 
fighting men. When we get these train- 
ing grounds and a sufficient number of 
guns for the six army corps, and the 
garrison guns for the defence of our ports, 
then I say that the amount of money 
required will be more like £10,000,000 
than £2,000,000, and that is what the 
country has to face. It is for the country 
to consider whether they are going to 
allow a similar state of things to oecur 
it ever we are drawn into other entangle- 
ments. 

The whole scheme resembles the well- 
known story of the Irish tourist in the 
train running on a single line. When 
the train stepped at a station the man 


called out,‘ Has the So-and-so express 


The reply was, “ How 
And then the guard 


passed yet 2’ 
should I know ?” 


said to the driver, “ Drive on, Patsy : 
in God’s name we will chance it.”’ 
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Attention called to the fact that 
i forty Members were not present. House 
counted, and forty Members being found 
present—— 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tunbridge) said he did not claim to 
treat this matter as an expert in military 
matters. He was not an old soldier, nor 
had he had the advantage of the experi- 
ence of some hon. Members who had 
served in South Africa during the last 
year, but as a civilian who had had the 
honour of serving in a garrison as a 
Militiaman on a_ station abroad, he 
would like to say a few words upon 
the subject of the very important scheme 
which had been submitted to the House 
by the Secretary of State for War. The 
right hon. Member for Stirling Burghs 
objected to the scheme because it went 
too far, but the only objection which he 
could see was that it did not go far 
enough. The right hon. Gentleman 
was terribly afraid of adding an army 
corps to those troops who were to be 
ready at a moment’s notice to go abroad. 
His objection was that there were not 
three or four army corps to be added 
instead of one. We had learned by the 
South African War the absolute necessity 
ot this country having a large force 
ready to embark at a few moment’s 
notice for service abroad. As the Em- 
pire has grown so enormously during 
the last twenty years, so the Army must 
grow pari passu with the Empire. The 
Empire had entirely outgrown the 
Army, anda scheme involving an increase 
£3,000,000 on the normal expenditure of 
for the purpose of organising an army 
corps to go abroad was, in his opinion, 
much too moderate a scheme. The 
right hon. Gentleman spoke very 
strongly upon this subject because 
compulsion had been hinted at ; for 
his part, he would weleome any scheme 
of limited compulsion that would give 
recruits to the Army. He congratu- 
lated his right hon. friend the Secretary 
of State on the scheme which he had 
submitted, but he was doubtful whether 
he would get the recruits to fill the 
ranks of the Army. At the present 
moment, no doubt, the war fever was 
high and recruiting was brisk, but in 

‘the future, when the war fever had 
| disappeared, where were the recruits 
| 
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to come from? There were only two 
alternatives—either to increase the 
pay of the soldier and the officer at a 
cost of something like £10,000,000 a 
year to the country. or to introduce a 
scheme of limited conscription. Some 
such change, in his opinion, was abso- 
lutely necessary, because we had reached 
the limit of recruiting, and had been 
compelled to enlist what were termed 
specials, who were men under the ordi- 
nary standard. In 1898 we enlisted 
no less than 34 per cent. of specials as 
against 18 per cent. in 1886. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Stirling Burghs entered into a long 
tirade against conscription, which was 
rather useless. because his right hon. 
friend the Secretary of State for War 
had not proposed conscription. He was 
sorry he did not ; the country now would 
tolerate it, and whether it liked it or 
not it would have to come to it in the 
end. The right hon. Gentleman spoke 
of having conscripts and sending them 
abroad. What we ought to have was 
an Army enlisted on the voluntary 
system, and some scheme of home de- 
fence by means of some large extension 
of the Militia, and that was a thing 
we should have to come to if we were 
to have the very moderate scheme 
which had been brought before the 
House. His right hon. friend had not 
proposed any compulsory system. He 
had said, let us give the voluntary system 
a chance, and as he had done that. we 
must be grateful for the reform he had 
initiated. 

There were two things which 
the country was in great earnestness 
about at the present moment. One 
was a widespread opinion that our 
Army, excellent as were the men who 
composed it, splendid as were the officers 
who commanded it. was not run on 
business lines. The country wished to 
see it run ina more businesslike manner. 
Asa nation of, perhaps, the most business- 
like people in the world, there was some- 
thing very unbusinesslike in our Army ; 
and the unbusinesslike methods upon 
which it was run did a great deal of 
harm, and if the Army was to be put 
on a businesslike footing we should have 
to begin reforming the head and reform 
the War Office itself. Was there any- 
thing more unbusinesslike in the world 


Mr. Griffith Boscawen. 
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than the pay sheets with which the 
officers had to make themselves con 
versant ? He was reading a short time 
ago in The Times of a very curious 
arrangement of the Army Pay Depart- 
ment. A regiment had been engaged 
in the Orange Free State. and the officers 
had been sleeping out in the open on 
the veldt. Now. it was well known that 
any officer who lived under canvas 
was entitled to field service allowance, 
but when these officers applied to the 
authorities for their field service allow- 
ance they were told they were not en- 
titled as they had not been sleeping 
under canvas. His right hon. friend 
had alluded to the fact that the training 
in the Army was not up to date. He 
quite agreed that there had been too 
much barrack drill. too much cere- 
monial. According to one Army Order, 
the first thing that a soldier had to 
learn was the sword exercise, and yet 
the same week that that order was issued 
a paragraph appeared in the papers to 
the effect that the General Commanding 
in South Africa had prohibited the 
sword ever being used at all. Our 
present system of training was not 
suitable for troops in the field. Under 
the scheme of training provided in the 
King’s regulations. one month in the 
year only was devoted to field training 
and two periods of a fortnight devoted 
to musketry exercise. 


Mr. BRODRICK : That has al! been 


altered now. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said he 
was glad to hear that statement from 
his right hon. friend and hoped that it 
was part of the schenie before the House. 
Musketry practice under the presen 
system commenced at 200 yards, and at 
200 yards it was carried out standing. 
He asked who would stand up 200 yards 
from an entrenched enemy. His view 
was that soldiers shou!d be trained to do: 
their duty in the field, and he suggested 
that a simple Manoeuvres Act should be 
passed so that in every year a large tract 
of country might be taken and the soldiers 
goanywhere. He believed if that were 
done and adequate compensation given 
to the farmers of the country taken, 
they would be perfectly willing for the 
manoeuvres to take place over their land, 
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and so far as the landlords and sporting years 


tenants were concerned he was perfectly 
sure they would not stand in the way of 
allowing soldiers to go over the !and in 
order that by so doing the Army might 
be perfected for the field. He under- 
stood that the Militia was to receive 
better treatment in the future than it 
had in the past. He hoped this was so, 
for the Militia had proved itself to be as 
useful a force as any in the Army, 
though it had been neglected in the past. 
The idea of a Militia Reserve was simply 
ridiculous, seeing that it only consisted 
of a number of men who, having taken 
the bounty, were willing to take the risk 
of being called out. He expressed his 
entire approva! of the abolition of that 
Reserve and the creation of Roya! gar- 
rison regiments. He cordia!!y supported 
the scheme, which he thought wou!d be 
to the benefit of the Army. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): L think the importance 
of discussing this question cannot be 
exaggerated. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary of State for War said the 
other night that he had made proposals 
such as never had been made and which 
he hoped never will be made again. The 
first part of that statement was un- 
questionably true. Whether the latter 
part rests in hope only I know not. At 
the rate at which our Estimates increase 
| fear that that hope may be disap- 
pointed. We are asked to-day to Vote 
Estimates for £88,000,000, a thing, I 
helieve, that has never been asked in this 
country, or any other country, before. 
Sut this history of the growth of our 
Estimates is comparatively recent. | 
think that this Administration, in the 
course of five years, has increased the 
normal Estimates of the Army and 
Navy by £25,000,000; they stood at 
£35,000,000 in the year 1895, and to-day 
they are £60,000,000. That is a matter 
which I think deserves the attention of 
the House of Commons. The industry 
and labour spent in this country in cu!ti- 
vating the war spirit, partly by respon- 
sible Members and greatly by the press, 
give us little hope that we shall enter soon 
upon a different course. These Estimates 
are, of course, largely with reference to 


the war in South Africa. The right 
hon. Gentleman told us that five 
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ago he apologised, in his own 
person, for normal military Estimates 
that amounted to eighteen millions. 
To-day they are twenty-nine millions—a 
growth of eleven millions in the normal 
military Estimates of this country. Is 
there any reasonable probability that 
these Estimates have reached high-water 
mark? On the contrary, | consider 
that there is a prospect of indefinite 


. 


increase. ‘The Estimates are vague and 
uncertain. They depend to a great de 


gree upon the price which you are going 
to pay for these voluntary recruits. In 
the future L suppose the Government 
will come forward, as they come forward 
to-day, and speak, with contempt almost, 
of these miserable Estimates as they do 
ot those of three or four years ago. 


| 


That is the commencement — of 
the speech of the Secretary for War. 
He concluded with a scheme which 
he described as involving a military 
force of 650,000 men. The conclusion 
was as formidable as the commencement 
of his speech. He says that the Estimates 
of 1896—that is, his first Estimates—ot 
eighteen millions, were received with 
perturbation, and the Estimates of 
to-day are accepted with relief. I can- 
not say that that is exactly the sentiment 
with which these Estimates inspired me, 
and the appearance ot the Secretary for 
War in the character of a relieving officer 
is certainly a curious part for him to have 
assumed. We have not yet come to the 
Budget under which these Estimates will 
have to be paid for, and I doubt very 
much whether the sentiments of the tax- 
payers of this country will be sentiments 
of relief when they see the consequences 
of the Estimates laid on the Table. I do 
not propose to go into details. I should 
be quite incompetent if I were to attempt 
to do so. But I do ask to examine what 
is far more important than any details, 
and that is the spirit and the policy on 
which these Estimates are founded. The 
Secretary of State invited us to look at 
the large and increasing figures of the 
War Estimates under our normal military 
equipment. Yes, Sir, I accept his invita- 
tion, and what is the policy that under- 
it? A memorable saying of Mr. 
Disraeli's was that expenditure depends 
on policy ; and the secret of the present 
expenditure is to be found in the policy 
by which it is inspired. It is that part 
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of the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
which is most important, and in my 
opinion, to use the phrase of the right 
hon. Gentleman by my side, the most 
momentous, because | !ook not so much 
at the figures—they are the figures of 
to-day—but I look at the policy which 
is declared in the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
War, speaking for the Government, as | 
understand, for he would never have 
been so rash or so indiscreet as to indicate 
that policy if it was not the policy of the 
Government as a whole. What is that 
policy ? Hitherto our armaments have 
been on a comparatively moderate scale, 
because I think it may be said on the 
whole, certainly in the nineteenth cen- 
tury, that the policy of English statesmen 
has been a policy of peace. Under the 
favourable auspices of peace we have 
achieved in this country an unexampled 
prosperity in the health and wealth of 
this people. At the commencement of 
the last century we had a_ people 
depressed by the consequences of a great 
war ; this was followed by a long peace, by 
a great development of prosperity, and 
has been crowned by a contented people. 
That has been the policy of the nineteenth 
century, interrupted only by the fatuous 
episode of the Crimean War. What is 
going to be the policy of England in the 
twentieth century! I confess that to 
have the twentieth century inaugurated 
by such Estimates as these gives us little 
hope that this is the policy to be pursued 
in the future. 

Let us see how far we can divine the 
policy of the Government from the state- 
ments of the Secretary of State. It is 
something very different from that which 
we have been accustomed to hear from 
responsibleGovernments. certainly during 
the ‘ast fifty years. I cannot say 
that I see in what is called “the new 
diplomacy " omens of peace. They are 
omens of a different description. They 
do not breathe the spirit of “ peace on 
earth and good will towards men.” 
They are inspired rather in the 


language of a poet of our time, 
“War with a thousand battles and 
shaking a hundred thrones ’’—thrones 


which, [ may observe, are, from time to 
time, treated to occasional menace. You 
may pay the lip service of hypocrisy to the 
cause of peace at The Hague and then 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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proceed to illustrate it by the object- 
lesson of arming 250,000 men in South 
Africa. It is those who have the most 
acquaintance with war who are the most 
willing to cultivate the arts of peace. 
That happened to the Tory Government 
which was in power after the great war in 
1815; and it is a well-known fact, con- 
stantly quoted, that the lowest Army 
Estimates ever known in this country 
were the Army Estimates of the Adminis- 
tration of the Duke of Wellington. Why 
was that? It was because the conse- 
quences of war were alive in the minds 
of the people who had suffered from the 
consequences of war, who had seen the 


people distressed and starved, and 
trade ruined. The result was that 
you had a new epoch of economy 


and of peace. The 
had learned what the 
war were, and the peop'e to-day have 
yet to learn the consequences which 
this war wil! in its outcome bring 
upon them. There was another thing 
learnt from that great war, and it was 
the lesson that England, above a!! things 
—and this has been what I may ca!! the 
traditiona! policy of her statesmen—was 
to avoid as much as possible European 
complications, and alliances, holy or 
otherwise, were to be strictly abjured. 
These may be described as the leading 
principles of the peace policy of almost 
the whole of the 19th century. What 
is indicated—what is more than indicated 
—I say revealed—in the speech of 
the Secretary for War in_ bringing 
forward these Estimates! He felt that 
these Estimates were so enormous that 
it was necessary to put forward emphati- 
cally principles of the policy that should 
justify the enormity of the sum that was 
demanded. I am not, in spite of the 
speech of the right hon. Gent!eman, with- 
out hope that the bitter experiences of 
this war while it was waged, and, I fear. 
stil! more the experiences which wil! be 
found in the peace which is to follow it, 
wil! inspire a soberer sentiment in the 
people of this country, and that the time 
wi!! come when the melodies of the music- 
halls and the Mafeking mobs wi!! not be 
regarded as the true exponents of English 
statesmanship. I hope that may be the 
case, and then at a!] events, the experience 
of this war wi!! not have been suffered in 
vain. : 


British people 
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Nothing cou!d be more fa!se than the 
pretence that great armaments are a 
security for peace. Were the great arma- 
ments of Germany and of France in 1870 
a security for peace? Every man knows 
that they were the main things that 
provoked the war, because each of the 
parties relied on the victories their 
armaments would secure for them. 
Do not let us therefore be told that 
great armaments procure peace. There 


{14 Marcu 1901} 


is nothing so easy as to manufacture | 


inevitable wars. We have seen that 
process very recently ; and in the eyes 
of the nations who make wars a!! wars 
appear to them to be Just and necessary, 
and they only want the means of carrying 
them out to make them think that they 
are politic. Therefore do not !et us pre- 
tend that these great armaments are any 
security for peace. As King John said : 

‘“* How oft the sight of means to do ill deeds 

Makes ill deeds done.” 


That is as true of armamentsas anything 
ean be. | know how unpatriotic is the 
protest of a preference for peace. I know 
that war is considered the only true 
badge of patriotism to-day. [No.] The 
hon. Member who says “No” cannot 
read his daily newspaper. 1 do believe 
that we are standing to-day in a situation 
when the nation at large will recognise 
that after all there are some advantages 
in peace. |Ministerial cheers.] Yes, I 
mean a peace that is a real peace. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Not a 
Majuba peace. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
Majuba peace kept peace. [Several voices 
on the Ministerial side: ‘And made 
war”; * You made war.”| It was not 
the people who made the peace of Majuba 
who madethis war. But | will not enterinto 
that controversy now. I will follow the 
lead of the Secretary for War, and 
pursue as closely as | can his argument 
and his defence of the Estimates. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that there 
was no time when the Army was weaker 
than between 1860 and 1870. I men- 
tioned just now that the lowest Estimates 
known in this country were the Estimates 
of the Duke of Wellington. It is quite 
true that the Estimates were moderate 
between 1860 and 1870. That was the 
period immediately succeeding the 
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Crimean War. The British Parliament, 
British statesmen, and the British nation 
were determined after the conclusion of 
the Crimean War that, peace being made, 
there should not be a war establishment. 
Was that the doctrine of the despised 
Manchester school? [** Hear, hear ” 
from the Ministerial side.| [1 was waiting 
to hear an illustration of the knowledge 
of the history of that period possessed by 
some hon. Gentlemen opposite. | will tell 
you who the author of that policy was— 
the main and principal author. It was 
one whom I am sure you will respect. 
Mr. Disraeli in 1857 on the Budget of 
that time stated his intention of moving 
resolutions against the continuance of 
war taxes in time of peace. | will only 
quote one sentence, but it is worthy the 
consideration of the House. He said— 


Army Estimates, 


“Tf these resolutions are carried we shall 
witness some beneficial changes in the finan- 
cial system of the country. I think we shall 
vive a great impetus to salutary economy, and 
shall in the most significant manner express 
our opinion that it is not at present advisable 
that England should become what is called a 
great military nation.” 


I will call attention presently to the 
doctrine of the Secretary of State upon 
that subject, but I think that is a very 
valuable sentence, and I recommend 
that it should be hung up .in letters 
of gold in the habitations of the Primrose 
League. 1 think it might be useful if it 
was inscribed on the wreaths which about 
Budget time will be laid on the statue in 
Parliament square. That would be ex- 
tremely valuable to the taxpayers of this 
country. The right hon. Gentleman, | 
was glad to hear, passed a deserved 
eulogium, as did Lord Wolse‘ey, on Lord 
Cardwell. | had the honour of entering 
Parliament as a colleague of Lord Card- 
well in the representation of Oxford, and 
Iam glad to 
“See nations slowly wise and meanly just 
To buried merit raise the tardy bust.” 

It has taken thirty years for people 
to recognise a great Army reform, 
which was at the same time a_well- 
considered and an economical reform. 
because the creation of the Reserve by 
Lord Cardwell was a peace measure. It 
did not provide for keeping on foot a 
large armed force ready to be launched 
on the Continent at a  moment’s 


notice. At that time the Estimates 
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were some £16,000,000 or £17.000,000. 
What is the policy of these Estimates 
of £29,000,000 ? The Secretary of State 


Supply— 
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| CoLtoneL BROOKFIELD — (Sussex, 
Rye): The British Empire is not an 


island. 


has told us extremely frankly, and I would | 


like to revert to the sentence to which 
my right hon. friend referred. He said— 

““T hear it sometimes boasted that we are 
by nature a fighting race. I can only say that 


may be so, but it is only by accident that we | 


are a military nation. Now we have to con- 
sider how we can turn that accident into a 
permanent opportunity. 

That sentence I remember very well. 
It was Lord Palmerston’s, but he did not 
use it as if he desired that this should 
be a military nation. He said that 
we are a fighting people, but not a 
military nation. That is not the view 
of the Secretary of State. He desires 
that we should be a military nation ; 
and found his opportunity, he says, in 
the accident which has made us a military 
nation—that happy and glorious war 
we are now waging, and he hopes 
that fortunate accident will give us the 
happy opportunity of becoming a military 
nation. That is the revelation of the 
meaning of these Estimates and of their 
magnitude. They are intended to con- 
vert England, which has never yet been 
so throughout its history, in the ordinary 
sense of the word, into a great military 
nation. Thatis the first thing: andof that 
I venture to say that, so far as I can, I 
protest against this revolution inthe policy 
of this country—against this attempt 
to convert England into a great m litary 
nation. That is the exact opposite of all 
that has hitherto been desired by the 
succession of British statesmen who 
have deserved the confidence of this 
country. 

The Government look forward to the 
conclusion of the war as an opportunity 
for increasing our military forces and 
turning this into a military nation. As 
I have shown, the policy of Mr. Disraeli 
was. when a war was concluded. to reduce 
establishments, and not to increase them. 
Other nations, no doubt, in peace have 
been, and are, compelled to keep up vast 
armies, but why is that? It is because 
they have great vulnerable frontiers, 
and these frontiers must be constantly 
defended by their arms. But our fron- 
tier is the sea. [Cheers and Ministerial 
cries of “ No.”] Is the hon. Member 


who sits below the gangway not aware | 


that England is an island ? 
Sir William Harcourt. 


COLONEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 


shire, Newport): India is not an island. 


*Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: I may 
put a further question—Are hon. Gentle- 
men not aware that a frontier is that 
which surrounds a country? When 
you put these two things together I do 
not think my proposition—-—— 


Sir JOHN COLOMB 
mouth): The right hon. 
seems to be individualising me. I would 
ask him—Is he aware that the land 
frontiers of the Empire are greater than 
the diameter of the earth ? 


(Great Yar- 
Gentleman 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I should 
say that the greater part of the Empire 
has the sea for a frontier. I might 
mention a small portion of the Empire 
which is called Australia. That, | think, 
has the sea for a frontier, and a great 
part of India is bounded by the sea. | 
will say, if he will allow me to say so, 
that, after all, the great defence of our 
frontier is the Fleet, and that the Fleet 
should be made sufficient for the neces- 
sary defence of our frontier at whatever 
cost has always been my doctrine ; and 
it is because the greater part of the 
frontier of our Empire is the sea, and 
that its defence is the Fleet, that we are 
not called upon to maintain great mili- 
tary forces in the sense that Continental 
countries are called upon to maintain 
them. That is a reasonable proposition. 

Then, Sir, | want to point out another 
principle which underlies the speech ot 
the Secretary of State. He warns us 
that we are not to build up our military 
policy on the quicksands of the good will 
and forbearance of foreign powers. Yes, 
but it is a new feature in modern states- 
manship that on every occasion the 
Government thinks it necessary to come 
forward and warn us that we are the 
best hated people in the world. If 
an individual had to make such a con- 
fession some people might think that he 
himself had something to do with his 
being hated, and it is by the authors of 
this new diplomacy that we are con- 
| stantly told that we are the best hated 
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people in the world. It certainly was not 
necessary in this country in former times 
to make that disagreeable announcement. 
On the contrary, it has been the habit in 
Speeches from the Throne to inform us 
that we were on the best possible terms 
with the other nations of the world. It 
has been lett for this Government to 
make it the favourite theme ot their 
policy that they cannot count upon the 
goodwill of other nations. 

This contession that we have contracted 
the odium of mankind is brought for- 
ward as one of the topics— | might call 
it one of the principles—which is to 
justify these increased Estimates. And 
it is quite true. You cannot expect 
goodwill when you cultivate a blatant 
jingoism which is regarded as the true 
badge of patriotism, and which defies and 
insults your neighbours. —[No. no.] 
That is not a policy, or one likely to secure 
the goodwill of other nations. The 
Secretary for War told us truly that 
“a wise foreign policy may keep 
us out of foreign enterprises and en- 
tanglements.” 1 should have thought 
that such a policy would mitigate the 
hatred with which it is said 
we are regarded. But as we are asked 
to arm against this universal hatred 
IT can only draw the conclusion that in 
the mind of the right hon. Gentleman 
the foreign policy of the Government 
has not hecause if it 
were it would have kept us out of these 
difficulties and dangers. Here. again. 
we see the natural outcome of the new 
diplomacy. It leads to enormously in- 
creased armaments. But I come to a 
still more serious matter. I hope I am 
dealing accurately with the statements 
of the right hon. Gentleman. I have 
tuken great care to verity them. because 
they are of the deepest importance as 
regards the future of this country. The 
right hon. Gentleman. having told us 
that we were compelled tosendth eequiva- 
lent of six army corps to South Africa, 
passed at once to another very significant 


universal 


been a wise one, 


requirement. I beg to be excused if | 
again read a passage which my right 
hon. friend has already quoted. because | 
think we ought to have a most definite 
statement from the Government upon 
this subject, which, I venture to say. 
will serious 


have most 


consequences 


‘CH 1901} 
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throughout the world. The right hon. 
Gentleman said— 

“ Africa is not the only continent on which 
we have great commitments.” 


I suppose the right hon. Gentleman 
knows what ‘ commitments” means. 
I do not. It is not an English word. 
[ wanted to understand what that word 
“commitments meant. I consulted 
many dictionaries and I could not find 
that “commitment ” was a word ever 
used for anything but committing a man 
to prison. But at last 1 found a dic- 
tionary of a more modern character, 
and discovered in it the word * com- 
mitments.”” The authority quoted for 
it was the money article of the Daily 
Telegraph on 10th October, 1877. and 


it is said to mean “ engagements. Now 
I know what it means. | understand 
it belongs to the jargon of the 
Stock Exchange. The right hon. 


Gentleman went on to say that we had 


commitments and interests on two 
other continents besides Africa, which 
we were bound to defend. Asia, no 
doubt, is one of the continents. | under- 


stand that, as we have there India and 
also China. But I do not know what 
these great commitments are on the 
other continent. I do not suppose you 
are going to send six army corps against 
the United States. It remains, there- 
fore, that there are European comunit- 
ments upon which we are to arm as a 
military nation. That is a very im- 
portant matter, upon which we ought 
to hear a great deal more from the 
Government. I cannot that 
this is a bugbear invented by the right 
hon. Gentleman only for the occasion. 
| imagine it must be the declaration ot 
the Cabinet as the ground for proposing 
this gigantic Army plan and these enor- 
mous Army Estimates. 

The right hon. Gentleman went on 
to say- 

* No man in this House will be so bold as to 
say that in any circumstances we can keep 
ourselves free from European entanglements.” 
So the “ commitments ” end in * Euro- 
pean entanglements.” Further- 

‘Nor can we suppose, if we ever become 
unhappily entangled with a European 
country, that we can limit our enterprises 
solely to the extent of our own possessions.” 


conceive 


Therefore it is to be ‘ commitments ” 
and “entanglements,” and they are not 
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to be in defence solely of our own posses- | 


sions. Then what are they to be in 
defence of ! Then he goes on to say— 
“It stands to reason that if we have 


allies ” 


—mark the word “ allies,” because that 
is very important; it does not 
whether it is a triple alliance or a dual 
alliance— 


says 


“if we have allies none of them will be pre- 
pared to turn out every man they can muster 
and allow us to rest at home. We ought” 
—mark these words ; they are the con- 
clusion of the argument— 

“to have ready at any moment three army 
corps to send abroad —practieally 120,000 men.” 


Is that for the purpose of satisfying 


European allies?) The —* enterprises 
not limited to the extent of our own 
possessions.” 

Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (O!d- 


ham): Treaties. 


*Stir WILLIAM HARCOURT: That 
ts just what I am asking. Have you 
made these treaties! You are to have 
120,000 men ready for the purpose of 
alliances—let us know what these 
alliances are. I rejoice at the frankness 
of the Secretary for War, endorsed by 
the ardour of the Member — for 
Oldham. But | venture to say that 
120,000 men are about as inadequate 
for the performance of that task as the 
10,000 men you sent to conquer the 
Boers. One hundred and twenty thou- 
sand! Why, you wanted 250.000 to 
fight the Boers. and if you are going to 
join in the great military combinations 
of Europe. I venture to say that co- 
operation is quite as dangerous as oppo- 
sition. We have now Estimates tor 
£88,000,000. But if you go in for a 
policy of this kind you may have to 
present Estimates twice or three times 
£88.000,000. That is why it is necessary 
at this stage of the debate, before we go 
into details, that we should know what 
is the policy upon which the Govern- 
ment are proceeding which leads to 
Estimates such as those which are !aid 
on the Table of the House. Can there 
be anything more dangerous or more 
childish than the proposal to keep ready 
120,000 men in order to launch them 
at any moment upon the Continent so 


Sir William Harcourt. 


{COMMONS} 
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as to satisfy vour allies?) We know very 


well that allies make it a condition of 


their alliance that you shall keep a 
certain number of men always ready for 
their purpose, and I think you will find 
that they will require you to keep a great 
many more than 120,000 men always 
ready. When your 120,000 men who 
are to be always ready to be launched on 
the Continent fail you, or want to be 
reintorced, what have you got? You 
send your three army corps, and you 
have got your three home army corps, 
but what do they consist of 2? That is 
exactly what we do not understand. It 
is to be a sort of omnium gatherum 
medley, a fortuitous concourse of volun- 
tarv atoms. What are these three army 
corps for vour home defence to consist 
ot when vour first three army corps to 
satisty vour European commitments 
have proved insutticient I venture to 
quote again an authority which | hope 
will have the respect of hon. Members 
opposite. It is a passage from the speech 
of Mr. Disraeli at the close of the Crimean 
War. He said— 


“Tam not in favour of any new and still 
mysterious military system” 


he must have foreseen this very plan 
“creat. Lam afraid, bevond proportion, and of 
which we have heard it said that it could at 


any time in ten days land au army on the 
Continent.” 


Do you agree at all with the opinion or 
the policy ot Lord Here 
is his emphatie condemnation of the very 
plan which is now before the House. 


3eaconsfield ? 


When we are on this question 
of alliances, I would remind — the 
House that we had this doctrine 


first in a speech at Leicester not long 
ago. Al iances were solemnly propounded: 
they were then proposed, but they were 
received with a chilling attitude and 
declined with thanks. But you may be 
more successful in the future ; and the 
new diplomacy may come down and say. 
* Well, at last my proposals for alliances 
have been accepted, and here they are. 
and we have got 120,000 men ready to 
launch on the Continent at any moment.” 
It is with these resources as a new-born 
military nation, and under the auspices 
of this diplomacy. that we are going to 
enter into competition with the great 
military States of Europe. That is a 
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policy I understand ; but it is a poliey 
to which I, for one. and I hope everyone 
who sits on this side of the House. will 
offer a determined and constant resist- 
ance. I do not know, vou have never 
told us, how many Regulars you expect 
toget. You have got these 120,000 men 
always ready to start on to the Continent, 
but how many more have you got in 
your home army corps? There is to be 
a small number ot them. apparent!y. in 
the three home army corps. but besides 
that there is to be a great number of 
Volunteers, of Militia. ot Imperial Yeo- 
manry, and so forth : but we have never 
heen told what the proportions of these 
are, so little has this plan been developed. 


Supplu— 


Mr. all 


figures. 


BRODRICK: I the 


gave 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I beg 
pardon. IT must have them. 
But I do not pretend to go into these 
different military heures. | el 
deavouring to examine the poliey. and 
not to argue upon the figures or military 
details. But. whatever the figures are, 
the right hon. Gentleman has very little 
faith in his voluntary recruits. He says-- 


missed 


am 


“We have added to our regular forces in the 
last three or four years 50,000 men. We have, 
I think,” 

—this is most important 


“under existing conditions almost reached 


the limit of our recruiting power.” 
He “thinks.” and | think he thinks 
rightly. The only resources he has 


are a few battalions from the garri- 
sons. and they are to come home. and 
then some elderly gentlemen are to 
volunteer to occupy all the unhealthy, 
disagreeable parts of the world. That 
is the only cure for the failure of the 
recruiting power of this country. | 
want to know when you say. after all 
your experience, that you are going to 
garrison South Airica -with twelve 
battalions. what the exact figure is of 
Baden-Powell’s police. and at what vou 
estimate the cost of that force! If there 
are 10,000 men. as we have been told, 
at £250 apiece, us you have informed 
us.that amounts to £2,500,000 more :and 
if there are 15,000 men, as has been said, 
and as seems more likely in a territory 
of that extent, that would be £4.000,000 
more which you have to add to your Esti- 
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mates. That must appear upon some 

Estimate, or are they for the present 

to be paid by the gold miners in the: 

Transvaal? | expect not. For their 

ds. a day and all found they would like: 

to have some better security than that 
namely, the British Treasury. 

The right hon. Gentleman says that 
140.000 men have come forward volun- 
tarily in the course of this war. That isa 
thing we must all be proud of, and of 
the spirit that has been shown. But 
that has been under. to use the right 
hon. own words, ‘ the: 
influence of the war fever.” He does 
not feel confident that he will always 
be able to keep up the war fever. Indeed, 
[ think he is rather of the opinion that 
the thermometer is already sinking and 
that before long it may perhaps be pro- 
nounced to be sub-normal, and when 
that time arrives he does not seem to 
have the same confidence in the num- 
ber of his voluntary recruits. | applaud 
the frankness with which the right 
hon. Gentleman has developed his policy 
in support of this scheme. -He will not, 
he says—and this is perhaps the most im- 
portant point of all—* win cheap cheers 
by a proud declaration of adhesion to 
the voluntary system.” I know the 
gallantry of the right hon. Gentleman ; 
he will never * win cheap cheers byaproud 
declaration of adhesion to the voluntary 
system. but I do not know what the 
price of the cheers will be for conscription. 
At what figure will they be quoted when 
the war fever has evaporated! I should 
venture to predict that they will be very 
cheap cheers. He has declared his very 
slight adhesion to the voluntary system. 
He says his adhesion to the voluntary 
system is strictly limited. 

Mr. BRODRICK : 
what ! 

*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : Strictly 
limited by his own opinion of what he 
is likely to do. 


Gentleman's 


Strictly limited by 


Mr. BRODRICK: It depends upon 
our having sufficient defence at home. 


*Sirn WILLIAM HARCOURT : Strictly 
limited by the necessity of having 
650.000 men, at a cost of twenty-nine 
millions sterling. or whatever the cost 


may be. He asks us to fix the minimum,. 
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T suppose, at 650,000 men, or he would 


. . . ' 
not have asked for it. and he estimates | 


the cost at twenty-nine millions sterling. 


How much it may turn out to cost when | 


the war fever has collapsed, how much 
a day his Volunteers will require. he does 
not know and nobody knows. 
says that, if the war fever collapses and 
the recruiting and volunteering fall 
off. the Government “ would be pusillani- 
mous if they did not make further 
proposals. They will exhaust every means 
before they come forward with that 
proposal.” | should he SOTTYV to see 
the right hon. Gentleman pusillanimous. 
It does not belong to his character at all. 
[ should say of him, C’est magnifique, 
mais ce nest pas la guerre. But when 
he says he will exhaust every other means, 
I think before he comes to that he will 
have exhausted His Majesty's CGrovern- 
ment. He will find that the confidence 
of the country has collapsed also, as well 
as the war fever. and that their adhesion 
to his conseribing aspirations are also 
very strictly limited. I think that that 
will probably be the final result of the 
policy thus revealed. 

Now. this jumble of a scheme that has 
been laid before us, 
right hon. Gentleman tells us in four 
months of office. with the 
during only two months of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, is not what the country 
‘has expected as a great scheme of Army 
reform. What they looked tor was some- 
thing very different from this precipitate 
project flung upon the Table of Parlia- 
ment to fulfil the pledges of a precipitated 
election. That is not what we want. or 
what the nation requires. We require 
a deliberately conceived and carefully 
worked ont scheme of Army reform. 
My right hon. friend says. How is it 
possible that Lord Roberts. who has been 
Commander-in-Chief for two months, 
has had time? The right hon. Gentle- 
man. in apologising for the time he had 
been able to bestow upon the scheme, said, 
and it was quite true, that he was pressed 
with many other occupations. in this 
House and elsewhere. I say that this 
scheme bears upon its face all the marks 
of haste and of an undigested conception. 
It is a business which requires far more 
time than the right hon. Gentleman or 
the Commander-in-Chief has been able 
I do not find fault 


coneocted, as the 


assistance 


to bestow upon it. 


Sir William Harcourt. 


{COMMONS} 
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‘with either of them, but I do not know 


whether the Government themselves 
appreciate all the bearings of this scheme. 
I am sure if they do nobody else does. 
But in his peroration the right hon. 
Gentleman said that his extraordinary 
scheme is to be lasting monument to 
the memory of the thousands of gallant 
men who have tallen and suffered in this 
ill-omened war. Well, I confess that | 
foresee in South Africa consequences ot 
this war which will be more deplorable 
even than the conflict itself. That you 
have acquired and maintained this great 
Empire by voluntary arms has been « 
proud tradition, a proof of your greatness 
and your strength, and if the outcome 
of the war shall be that it has inflicted 
upon the British nation the curse of con 
scription, then I say that the monument 
that this measure will erect will bea monu- 
ment not of your glory, but of your decay. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Banrour. Manchester. 
K.): My right hon. friend near me has 
been the mark for a great many shafts 
hurled at him by two very important 
Gentlemen upon that bench—the present 
Leader of the Opposition and the late 
Leider of the Opposition. They have 
combined their forces, and have made 
an attack on the same lines against my 
right hon. friend and his scheme. Yet. 
on the whole, I think my right hon 
friend may take comfort from the speech 
to which he has just listened. After all, 
the authority to whom the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite chiefly appealed 
was the late Lord Beaconsfield, and of 
the quotations from Lord Beaconsfield, 
which he gave us in considerable quan- 
tity. the date, I think, of the most recent 
was forty years ago, and, probably, of 
the less recent of them about fitty vears 
I think it is possible that in forty 
gentleman 
| 


ago. 
or fitty years some Radica 
upon that side of the House may 
my right hon. friend and quote his 
speech also upon Army reform, as the 
right hon. Gent'eman has quoted the 
leader of the party to which he is opposed. 
The right hon. Gentleman is now appa- 
rent!y exactly where Lord Beaconsfield 
was before the German army reached 
its present perfection. before the war 
between Germany and Austria, before 
the war between Germany and France, 


ook to 











na 
th 
de 
tat 
on 
on 
wl 
if 

Ge 
ot 

ho 
gre 
eff 
mi 
ney 
WI 
has 
wil 
tar 
of ( 
nat 
do. 
lang 
mis 
arm 
sug, 
be | 
if a 
poli 
m f 
it is 
dip! 
plice 

M 
E.) : 








yn. 
uy 
to 
unit 
his 
t | 
ot 
ble 
“Ou 
eat 
na 
ESS 
re 
ted 
‘On 
ent 
Lil- 
aVe 


KA 
ter, 
has 
atts 
cant 
sent 
late 
lave 
rade 
my 
Yet. 
hon. 
eech 
all, 
hon. 
aled 
d ot 
jeld, 
ual- 
cent 
yy ol 
rears 
forty 
man 
yk to 
his 
; the 
the 
osed. 
ippa- 
stield 
ched 
war 
efore 
ance, 





1653 Supply— 


before the war between Russia and 
Turkey, before the war between China 
and Japan. The state of mind of the 
right hon. Gentleman in regard to 
military matters is exactly where it was 
before al! the great developments of 
military power. And that is what it is 
to belong to the party of progress ! 

I have not much to agree with in the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman, but 
there is one part of his speech which I 
do heartily agree with. I certainly do 
think that the growth of the Estimates 
is a very serious matter. The increasing 
magnitude of the burden thrown upon us 
hy our responsibilities is not a pleasant 
fact ; but it is a fact that we have not 
attempted to disguise, a fact that flows 
directly from responsibilities cast upon us 
through no aggressive spirit of ours, 
through no corrupt or vulgar ambition 
on our part, but by the general movement 
of the wor'd’s history, and not the !east 
by the growth of great military and 
nava! Powers, which have magnified 
their forces by both !and and sea to a 
degree never contemplated by our fore- 
fathers, and necessarily have imposed 
on us. obligations which, however 
onerous, are not to be disregarded, and 
which wou'd become very serious indeed 
if we repudiated them. The right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite occupied great parts 
of their respective speeches in telling us 
how !arge a space might be filled, how 
great an effect might be produced by the 
efforts of diplomacy as a substitute for 
military power. But, Sir. diplomacy 
never was a substitute for military power. 
What diplomacy can do, what diplomacy 
has done, and what I hope it constantly 
will do is to prevent the use of mili- 
tary power, to prevent the actua! clash 
of opposing forces, the fata! collision of 
nations in arms. That diplomacy may 
do. But the idea that, by dexterous 
language, soft words, and smooth pro- 
mises you can make up for a strong 
army and effective navy is a fantastic 
suggestion which history has shown to 
be ludicrous in the extreme, and which. 
if any nation adopted it as a permanent 
policy, would certain'y !and that nation 
m fina! ruin and calamity. Of course. 
it is possible by rash and unthinking 
diplomacy to land your country in com- 
plications and difficulties. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Birmingham diplomacy. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Who doubts 
that ? Who has ever doubted it? It is 
a lesson written large on the pages of 
history, and, indeed, it does not require 
history to tel! us that must be so. But 
where is the nation that has found success- 
ful substitutes for brave soldiers and 
expert sailors in soft speeches and cunning 
diplomacy ? The right hon. Gentleman 
objects to the “new diplomacy”; but, 
whatever be the merits of the new 
diplomacy, at a!’ events it has never, any 
more than the o!d diplomacy, claimed 
to be a substitute for well-disciplined 
armies and we!!-equipped fleets. The 
rea! question before us is not the almost 
childish problem how we may substitute 
diplomacy for military preparations ; 
but whether the military preparat‘osn 
suggested by my right hon. friend are 
or are not sufficient for our needs: 
whether they are or are not ca!culated 
to maintain their object. The right hon. 
Gent!eman objected to the word “ commit- 
ments.” He and the right hon. Gentle- 
man near him, the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion, appeared tothink that in the phrase 
used by the Secretary for War !urked 
some obscure indication of new obliga- 
tions, new and secret obligations, entered 
into by His Majesty’s Government, 
which would carry in their train as the 
necessary and logical consequence a 
great increase in our military foree. 
That is al! faney, al! that is illusion : 
there is no foundation for it whatever. 
But we know we have great colonies and 
dependencies to defend. we know that 
some of these colonies and dependencies 
are in contiguity with the possessions of 
great Powers. and that possibly—I hope 
it may never be, but it may possibly be— 
the neighbouring Powers may be at 
war, or threaten war with us. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: What 


colony 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is simply a 
geographica! question. Anybody who 
gets out a map can see where our colonies 
lie and their geographical! relation to the 
colonies of other Powers. This is a 
responsibility that wi!) be denied by no 
man. It wil! not be denied by the right 
hon. Gent!eman. 


Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
Secretary for War put forward the 
defence of our colonies as a separate 
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reason. He also said we had commit- 
ments on the Continent as well. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I quite under- 
stand the right hon. Gentleman's inter- 
ruption, and will leave that part of my 
subject, for | understand he does not 
dwell on our defensive responsibilities, 
our obviously defensive responsibilities ; 
he bases his attack on my right hon. 
friend on the supposed obligation to deal 
with quarrels not immediately our own. 
There are treaties in existence. not made 
by us or by our immediate predecessors, 
but which are still binding: and who 
ean say, In the changes and chances of 
mortality, in the moving kaleidoscope ot 
European politics, how soon we may not 
be called upon to fulfil our treaty obli- 
gations ! Not but 
obligations which are there on the face of 
all the text books. with which the right 
hon. Gentleman is as well acquainted 
is coneeivable, and 


secret obligations. 


as Lam myself. It 
it is, I presume, it contingency which 
my right hon. friend had in view. that 
if Britain were attacked, even if Britain 
had to fight a defensive war. she might 
have allies in that defensive war. The 
right hon. Gentleman, though he repu- 
diates any special military knowledge. 
must be well aware that if we had allies 
iy such a war they would properly expect 
our operations which, 
although in ultimate intention defensive, 
might Are 
we to render ourselves absolutely helpless 


assistance In 
he immediately offensive. 


in any case to give assistance by any 
military power of ours ? 


But | frankly admit that though 
this is an important consideration, 
it is not the main or governing 
consideration in the policy which 
my right hon. friend has put 


forward. I do not think that this con- 
tingeney, which I have mentioned as 
possible, is in any sense probable, but 
though not probable. it is one that 
we should not forget. But let us just 
consider what it is that has brought 
down upon my right hon. friend the 
charge of this military ambition—the 
accusation that he is encouraging the 
military spirit; that he is attempting 
to create a huge. hitherto new. and 
unthought of force. a foree which none 
of our predecessors ever contemplated. 
Sir William Harcourt. 


{COMMONS} 
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The right hon. Gentleman’ could — not 
have followed my right hon. friend’s 
figures. Anybody looking at those 
figures would see that whether it be or 
be not well contrived—and I think 
it is admirably contrived—the great 
effect of the scheme is mot to increase 
the absolute number of our troops, 
but to make that number efficient for 
the purpose tor which they exist. | 
understand that the right hon. Gentle- 
man has no objection to the existing 
number of our Regular troops. That 
number is not increased by my right hon. 
friend, except for the garrison regiments. 
The right hon. Gentleman not 
object to the present number of Reserves. 
That is not increased. 1 do not suppose 
he objects to the number of Miltia which, 
according to the law. we ought to have. 
That number is not 
perfectly true that we ought to have 
150.000, and that we have now only 
100.000. 1 do not think the right 
hon. Gentleman will consider it a very 
aggressive scheme to raise the 100,000 
to the 150,000. There are 250,000 
Volunteers in the sehene. That is 
not an increase; and the only increase 
in the present numbers are the 10,000 
and the increased 
numbers of the Yeomanry —25,000 
more Yeomanry. Is it credible that 
on such an increase as that. we should 
have such accusations hurled at our 
heads ?) What the right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite object to. is not the numbers 


does 


increased. It is 


garrison veterans, 


of our troops. but their efficiency. We 
shall have. when this scheme passes, 
680.000 mene We have now. over 


600,000, and it is that increase appa- 
rently which frightens the right hon. 
Gentlemen. They appear to lay it 
down as an axiom that, whatever else 
the British Army is to be, it is not to be 
an organised and efficient army. 

The Leader of the Opposition in the 
speech he made early this afternoon, 
told us that it was nonsense to talk 
about army corps, that an army corps 
was a convenient ideal to be nominally 


worked up to. but that there was no” 


such thing in the British Army as an 
organised army corps, in the sense that 
there isin the German, French, and Rus- 


sian armies. I think that is very true. 


But the object_of my right hon. friend is: 
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to produce army corps ; that is the object 


he has in view. He does not think that 
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paign that the party opposite, so far as 
[ remembered, had hardly contrived 


we ought to remain in the hugger- to produce the smallest beginning of 


mugger condition defended by the right 
hon. Gentlemen opposite. He does not 
think our army corps are to be mere 
miscellaneous and unorganised forces 
of men. The of this scheme 
is that the army corps with which we 
have got to deal, shall be army corps in 
reality as well as in name—army corps 
with their proper complement of generals, 
officers, and staff ; army corps with their 
proper complement of cavalry; army 
corps with their proper complement of 
artillery; army corps organised as 
military units which can meet the inva- 
der, if invasion we have to fear, without 
heing re-embodied by combination with 
other half army corps, strong regiments, 
casual military elements, before they 
form an organised and united force. 
That is the object of my right hon. 
friend. That is the object which right 
hon. Gentlemen opposite think we 
ought not to try for. I cannot agree 
with them. Where this country is 
chiefly at fault is not so much in the 
number of its troops as in their organisa- 
tion, and it is not so much the number 
of troops that my right hon. friend 
proposes to add to, as the organisation 
which he to perfect and 
complete. 


essence 


pre poses 


What has the right hon. Gentleman 
got to say on the other side? | 
listened with amazement to the attack 
of the right hon. Gentleman on my right 
hon. friend. I think it was at the end 
of his speech that the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition talked about the General Election 
and all the interesting lessons which 
the General Election taught, and all the 
morals which could be drawn from the 
speeches made at the General Election 
and all the unforgetable lessons which 
the General Election instils into us and 
our children and grandchildren. | think 
that one of the topies which next to 
ardent enthusiasm for the war filled 
the speeches of hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
and right hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
was equal ardour for Army reform. 
| remember being very severely taken 
to task by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Fife because | 


said in the course of the election ceam- 
[FOURTH SERIES. | 


VOL, XC. 


Army reform for more than a generation; 
indeed, not since Lord Cardwell’s great 
‘change in 1870. | remember the Mem 
ber for Kast Fife, though I do not think 
he mentioned any great change either 
in the number, discipline, or equipment 
of the troops, did say that during their 
tenure of office the Duke of Cambridge 
had resigned, and another Commander- 
in-Chief had been appointed. That was 
the contribution whieh he pointed out. 
I venture to say that even before the war 
we had endeavoured, both by augmenting 
the numbers and in other ways, to im 
prove the condition of the British Army. 
We were laughed at. Now what do we 
see ! These gentlemen here, dressed high 
{for the war whilst the election was 
‘going on, are now talking about the 
temperature of the war fever sinking to 
‘a sub-normal point. 
These gentlemen who talked so glibly 
about Army reform, their capacity to 
carry it out, our incapacity to carry it 
, out, have nothing to say about my right 
hon. friend’s system, either in its outline 
or detail, except that it encourages the 
military spirit. This is surely playing 
with a great problem. Everybody admits 
| that the task of the War Minister in this 
country, who has got to deal necessarily 
with a voluntary Army, who has got to 
find troops for innumerable foreign 
stations, many of them very unhealthy. 
is one of extraordinary difficulty and 
perplexity—a problem such as is not 
presented to any foreign statesman, 
whether French, German, Russian, or 
Italian. My right hon. friend has 
| made a serious attempt to deal with the 
difficulties of that problem. I do not 
think that any critic of the Government 
will doubt that ; but in attempting to do 
so under exceptional difficulties, how is 
he met? On one night he is attacked 
_ because he attempts to raise the efficiency 
‘of the British officer, because he refuses 
to promote those whose inefficiency has 
heen demonstrated. He is attacked on 
‘the next night, forsooth, because he has 
not put off his Army reform for another 
year, because he has inflated the military 
spirit. I can hardly extract from tho 
cloudy fumes of the oratory of the right 
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hon. Gentlemen what is the essential had claimed for it the right hon. Gentle- 


accusation they bring against my right 
hon. friend ; but if my right hon. friend's 
scheme is carried out, as | earnestly trust 
it will be, he will at all events have used to 
the utmost the forces we have at our 
disposal, he will have organised for the 
defence of our fortresses those materials 
useful for little else. but most useful for 
that purpose. He will have freed for 
operations in the field troops who are now 
used and in part wasted in fortress work. 
He will have organised these army corps, 
not for wanton aggression, but for home 
defence. He will have made the best 
of all the military elements at his dis 
posal ; and though he is attacked now, 
as military reformers have before been 
attacked, though he is made the target 
for the criticisms of right hon. Gentlemen 
who a few months ago, speaking in the 
country, were such ardent Army re- 
formers, and a few months hence will 
paobably be such ardent financial re- 
formers, though he has ineurred hos- 
tility, my firm belief is that the time 
will come when he will be pointed to, as 
some of the greatest of his predecessors 
have been, as one who has inaugurated 
a new era in the British Army, who has 
made that Army efficient for all possible 
purposes of home defence, and probably 
purposes of foreign war, and who by so 
doing has done more than even the most 
dexterous diplomacy can hope to do to 
secure that peace which is our first 
interest, and which never ean be secured 
unless we have the respect of those 
Powers which are our friends, in some 
respects our rivals, and which might 
under certain circumstances be our 
enemies. If my right hon. friend has 
contributed in this way, as I think he has, 
to the cause of peace. if he has done some- 
thing material to put our Army upon an 
organised and firm footing, then I think 
he will rank not only as a great Army 
reformer, but as one of the greatest and 
most effective friends of peace which this 
country has ever produced. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said that if those 
Members of the House whohad advocated 
Army reform were able to recognise in 


War that which the Leader of the House 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 








man would find in them warm detenders, 
instead of critics of that scheme. While 
he agreed that the country had been 
invited by many hon. Members of both 
sides of the House to consider Army 
reform as the main question which was 
to be discussed in the House in the 
present Session, he confessed he could hot, 
criticising, he hoped honestly. the scheme 
of the right hon. Gentleman. find in it 
the elements of hope for the great reform 
of the British Army in the future which 
they had been led to expect in the past. 
The right hon. Gentleman who had just 
i resumed his seat had himself shown one 
of the greatest blots of principle on the 
He had claimed for the scheme 
at first he had said 
then had modified 
his and only a small 
| increase in our forces. That was one of 
ithe attacks which he made upon the 
The increase of expenditure 
had been enormous. As the right hen. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouth had pointed out in his speech just 
previously, although the normal peace 
expenditure had grown rapidly frem 
£18,000,000 to ,what was now ealled 
£29,000,000, but what in reality was 
£31,000,000, with loan money, to 
which there must be added the enormous 
expenditure of India, and of the 
Civil Service Estimates in relief of 
the Army—in spite of the gigantic 
expenditure which was continually 
increasing there had been no appreciable 
increase in the normal peace Army of 
the country. As one who considered 
that a mobile and effective force was 
of more value and mbre importance to 
the country for the efficiency of Imperial 
defence than mere numbers, he failed 
to see in the present schems. as he had 
failed to see in previous scheme, marked 
as they were by great increase of expendi- 
ture, that increase in the number and 
efficiency of the mobile Army of this 
country which they had led to 


scheme. 
i that there was in it- 
| and 


no increase, 


words said 


scheme. 








heen 


| expect.. The right hon. Gentleman then 


quoted the numbers of our normal forces. 
and had spoken of the 6C0,006 men that 
we had already. and of the 650,000 


ithat we might have under the scheme 


| 
} 


the scheme of the Secretary of State mi 


We had 1,000,000 of one sort or another 
The 


in the land forces of the Empire. 
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one charge which he had always made 
against the system, and which ought still 
to be made against the scheme, was that 
the Government had not made a small 
effective mobile Army out of the 
enormous number of for which 
the country paid. 

The First Lord of the Treasury had | 
claimed tor the Secretary of State for War 
that that right Gentleman had 
created rea! aruy COrps. Lle desired to 
show the House how little those army 
corps would stand the test. Where were 
the cavalry for the army corps? The 
right hon. Gentleman had not increased 
the cavalry by a single man. The right 
hon. Gentleman had a scheme for the | 
gradua! increase of the Yeomanry which 
he might or might not obtain, but they 
were not cavalry. The right hon. Gentle- 
man did not increase the cavalry by a 
single man. He dented that there was 
regular cavalry for three army corps, let 
wone the six army corps which were 
calmed as a reality under the scheme. 
When the right hon. Gentleman spoke of 
these army corps, composed partly ot 
Regulars, partly of Volunteers, and 
part!y of Militia brought from al! parts 
of the country, he was speaking of men 
who might take their discharge at any 
moment. 


Supply— 


men 


| 
Holt. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Not at all. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Yes. the 
Volunteers could demand their discharge 
ut a moment's notice, and to serve under 
any other conditions would do away with 
the volunteer service. That showed how 
i! thought out the scheme was which the 
Leader of the House and the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for War 
had endeavoured to persuade the House 
was a reality. He recollected some years | 
ago a scheme which provided eight army 
corps, Which practically never existed, 
a'though for some vears the regiments 
supposed to compose them figured in the 
Army list. After a time they heeame 

uehoa auching stock that thes were 
withdrawn trom the Army 'ist. He con- 
fessed so far as they had gone at present 
he had not gathered from the Secretary of 
State for War or the Leader of the House 
uny facts which ‘ed him to suppose that 
the three army corps mentioned in the 
scheme wou'd be any more a reality than | 
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i their views. 


‘had they not done it in the past ? 


‘Commons. 
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the eightarmy corps whicheverybody had 
so laughed at. He agreed with the Leader 
of the House that many gentlemen on 


_ both sides had shown what the right hon. 


Gentlemen called an ardour for army 
reform, and he was very glad they had 
done so. The noble Lord the Member for 
Bedfordshire had to!d the House that in 


South Africa hehad!earnt onething, which 


was that in al! those years that he had 
listened to the debates on Army reform in 
that House it was the reformers who had 
been right and the Government who had 
been wrong. The reformers pow saw 
the Minister for War was—in all 
but the chief point—a convert to 
He believed it was a fact 


that the most ferocious of the inquisitors 


in the old days of the Spanish Inquisition 
were the Cardinals, secretly of the ancient 
Hebrew faith, yet they had retained their 
Jewish religion through a!! the time of 
the Inquisition. What those who had 
pressed for Army reform now learnt from 
the Secretary of State was that during 
the ten years he had been connected with 
the War Office. and had ridiculed the 
reformers, he had agreed in seeret with 
most of the reforms put forward. 

He was not at this moment speaking 
of the details of the scheme. but of the 
principle, and any detai! to which he 
should allude he should allude to very 
briefly, and merely as an i!lustration, but 
he should have to a!!lude to some details, 
and that would make it unnecessary for 
him to speak again upon the subject in 
Committee. The first point in the speech 
of the Secretary of State for War on 
which he would dwe!! was one upon which 
the right hon. Gentleman had been un- 
just alike not only to the reformers but to 
the House itself. With regard to the 


'manceuvres the right hon. Gentleman 


had said the Government were going 
to do that which they ought to have 


done in the past, and have annual 
manceuvres and = test the — troops 
in all parts of the country. Why 


The 
right Jion. Gentleman said they had not 
done it before because the House of 
Commons prevented them, “ A!! our pro- 


| nosals.”’ he said, “‘ with regard to man- 
I g 


ceuvres were cut down by the House of 
He would not dea! with 
the contention in detai!, he would 
simply quote the speech of the right 
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the Manoeuvres 
Deputation after 


hon. Gentleman on 
Bill to disprove it, 


deputation had waited upon him 
to press the Bill. 

Mr. BRODRICK: I know that the 
right hon. Gentleman almost alone 
supported me. 

*Sin CHARLES DILKE: On July 
Sth. L897, the right hon. Gentleman 


said the Bill was brought forward at 
that late period of the session in conse- 
quence of the very strong encourage- 
ment which the Government had_ re- 
ceived from al! quarters of the House. 
and he added that there had been indi- 
cations of support “from almost every 
quarter” of the House. In fact, the 
opposition to the Bil! was confined to a 
few Members of the House. It was an 
attack made upon the House of Com- 
mons. There were a few Members who 
were opposed to the Bi!!, but they were 
a very smal! minority of the House. 
and the pressure that was brought to bear 
upon the Government to bring forward 
and to pass the Bil! was a pressure from 
all sides of the House. Another matter 
also—one, perhaps, of detail one 
to which he would briefly allude, one 
which was attracting a great dea! of atten- 
tion in the country, was that the right 
hon. Gentleman said the chief of the 
lessons of the war which the Govern- 
ment had learnt concerned the equipment 
of the Army with guns. Ile spoke of the 
necessity of adopting heavy guns for 
the Army: a matter which the re- 
formers had pressed upon the Tlouse. 
but what was more important, he spoke 
of quick-firing guns. and he defended 
the gun supplied to the Army, which he 
said was accounted the ‘* best field-gun 
in Kurope” by experts “three or four 
years ago.” No doubt that was said to 
the Government by one of their experts. 
But field guns of the old type were out of 
date,andtheGovernmenthad been warned 
repeatedly by the House before the war 
had begun that we should have quick- 
firing guns, but what happened? In 
the ordinary sense our Army had not 
a single quick-firing gun in the country. 
The two systems of quick-firing guns 
which had now been adopted by the 
Government had refused when 
the reformers brought the matter before 
Sir Charles Dilke. 


also 


been 
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the House on the 2Ist of April. and 
then again in June, 1899. The Govern- 
ment admitted that they had not a 


single quick-firing gun, but that they 
| were experimenting in the matter. In 


that detai! the right hon. Gentleman 
misled the House. The policy with 
regard to guns now adopted by the 
Government had been arrived at by the 
Government after the commencement ol 
the war, from which they had learnt at 
last a lesson, and was a policy which had 
been pressed by the military reformers 


of the House severa! years ago. The 
principal! staff officer of Sir Redvers 
Buller’s force in Nata!, who had pre 


viously been long in the Intelligence 
Department, had written of the war in 
South Africa that our guns in South 
Africa had ** never been matched against 
quick-firing field guns of the latest type.” 
The Secretary of State had adopted all the 
accessories of his scheme trom the views 
put forward by military reformers in 
this House. He had even withdrawn 
the Guards from Gibraltar. and he had 
one so, so far as could be made out, on 
the ground that Gibraltar had contracted 
in size and that there was now !ess“room 
there for the evolutions of the Guards 
than previously. He had also adopted 
the views of the hon. and ga!lant Gentle 
man opposite with regard to handing 
Sierra Leone and other stations over to 
the fleet, as he himself had said. against 
the opinion of the Admiralty, and |v 
had thereby caused that unpleasant 
feeling between the two Departments. 
which had almost become a public seanda! 
during the last few days. 

But. continued Sir Charles 
these are matters 
with the much farger matters in which 
the right hon. Gentleman has very 
greatly changed his views, without. 
however, adopting a solid system which 
would give a good foundation to the 


Dilke. 


smal! compared 


future military institutions of — the 
country. One of the lessons of the 
war which almost every officer who 


has returned home has impressed upon 
us is the need for mounted infantry as 


apart from our cavalry. The right 
hon. Gentleman has spoken of that 
“need. Almost every officer who has 


| 


spoken or written about the war has 
assumed that our present scheme for 
mounted infantry would be put an end 
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to; that the best men would not be 
picked out of the infantry battalions, 
but that separate mounted infantry bat- 
talions would be established. 1 believe 
it was the universa! opinion throughout 
the Army and the country that one 
of the reforms the Government wou!d 
institute would be the creation of 
mounted infantry battalions. There is 
not a word about that in the scheme 
of the right hon. Gentleman, and when 
he says that it is necessary that we 
should be provided with a much larger 
hody of mounted troops. | ask where are 
they to be found in the Estimates. There 
is nothing but the suggestion that the 
Yeomanry wil! be increased, but the 
Yeomanry are not a force available for 
foreign service or for India, or for any 
use outside these shores. They are a 
hypothetical force as to the future of 
which we know nothing at all. 

There are many other points in the 
scheme on which the country has been 
profoundly disappointed. It had been 
almost universally accepted after the ex- 
perience we have had of Colonial mounted 
infantry in this war that there would 
he some sketch, however faint, of the 
future constitution of an Imperial 
mounted infantry throughout the 
Empire. [know it is said that these sug- 
vestions should come from the Colonies, 
but they have come. You would not 
he forcing any such scheme on the 
Colonies, but you would only be accepting 
an invitation already made. Sugges- 
tions have been already made by Canada 
and Australia, and in New Zealand 
definite scheme has been proposed by 
the Government. and the country will 
be disappointed that no reference has been 
made to that scheme by the Secretary of 
War. 


Mr. BRODRICK : 


reference to it. 


made a distinct 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: The point 
on which reformers in this Hotse have 
always insisted. and the necessity for 
which has been terribly shown in the 


(14 Marcu 1901} 


carly stages of this war, is that we should | 


not wait for war to make these prepara- 
tions, but that an arrangement with the 
Colonies should be made in time of pro- 
found peace so that it might be in work- 
ing order when war broke out, and not 
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have to be made much too late to render 
all the assistance it would have rendered 
in the earlier stages of a war. 

I will not dwell on the adoption by the 
right hon. Gentleman of the views of 
reformers in this House with reference 
to transport and the Army Medical De- 


partment. I remember debate after 
debate in which hon. Members called 
for the reorganisation of the Army 


Medical Department. and I think it is 
unjust that the responsibility should 
now be thrown on the House of Com- 
mons for having rejected Government 
proposals which were never made. | 
will not even dwell on the great change 
in the training of the Army for war 
referred to by the right hon. Gentleman, 
and which implies a severe censure on 
the War Office of the past. The words 
of the Secretary of State for War were 
grave words. They went as far as the 
words which have been used in public 
by a distinguished officer who has the 
confidence of the present Pheer oe T- 
in-Chief. and who served as Adjutant- 
General to the Ctiinai -in-Chief in 
India. He used these very serious 
words— 

“There is no disguising the fact that the 
troops sent out from England to South Africa 


were not properly instructed in the duties 
required from soldiers in war. 


What a terrible condemnation of the 
War Office of the past that the Secretar Vv 
of State should be obliged to admit that 
our soldiers although only a small 
Army, which were we told would be more 
efficient than the conscript armies af 
foreign countries, both because of its 
voluntary system and its manageableness 

-are less efficient and less trained than 
the armies of other countries. | under- 
stood the Secretary of State to admit 
that. At all events the words he used 
with regard to changes in the future 
were so strong that they appeared to me 
to carry that condemnation. The Secre- 
tary of State has theoretically adopted 
the views of reformers in this House. 


and, taking almost the words of the 
Service Members’ memorandum _ cir- 
culated last year, he tells us that 
in the past we have had serateh 
corps and improvised — staffs, — but 
that in future we are to have corps 


trained in peace by the officers who are 
to command them in war, and that they 
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are to be provided with staffs. 
He has applied these words not only to 
the three army corps for foreign service. 
but also to the three mixed army corps, 
which I agree with the hon. Member 
who has spoken are nebulous corps. be- 
cause their constitution is of such a mixed 
description that it cannot be satisfactory. 
It is my belief that it will lead. in the 
event of war, to their being broken up 
again and not employed in the manner 
now contemplated. I believe that in the 
event of war you would pick out from 
these corps the regular troops, and that 
therefore they would have no real exis 
tence. 

The right 
plained that besides these army corps 
there will be left at home more than half 
2 quillion of men prepared tor defence. 
I contess | am one of those who hold 
that the command of the seas is the 
defence of this country. I agree with 
my right hon. friend the Member 
for West Monmouthshire (Sir W. 
Harcourt) that this House will cheer- 
fully vote whatever money is necessary 
to maintain that command, which is 
detence. I believe that the 
British Army exists mainly as a really 
eflicient army for the reinforcement of 
the Indian garrison, and, if necessary, 
as the rudiment of that army which, 
in the event of a great war, would be 
necessary to secure peace by means of 
a counter-stroke at the possessions of our 
enemy. I attach more importance to 
the smaller portion of the Army which is 
organised for the purpose of offence 
than to this enormous horde of men with 
rifles for home defence. Those men are 
inainly composed of Militia and Volun 
teers. [ listened in vain in the proposal 
of the right hon. Gentleman for that 
reform of the Militia which I did expect. 
There Was a plan for the creation of a 
Militia Reserves, but that is not the kind 
of reform we expected. There is a 
great deficiency of officers which applies 
not only to the Militia but still more to. 
the Volunteers. There is nothing in 
the scheme to remedy that deficiency, 
and I cannot see how they are to be pro- 
vided. And yet what can be the value 
of these picked and special detachments 
of Volunteers, to be put into an army 
corps. unless you have efficient and 
sufficient officers to command them. | 
Sir Charles Diike. 


peace 


hon. Gentleman has ex- 


our real 
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In reply to an interruption of mine with 
reference to the training of these officers, 
the right hon. Gentleman said that the 
matter was under consideration. [| con- 
fess I cannot see that we have in this 
scheme that great army 
reform which was promised at the last 
election. The right hon. 
has, it is true, adopted the language and 
many of the measures proposed to hin 
by reformers in this House. But when 
he went to the root of the subject I find 
a great falling off. He paid lip service 
to the Cardwell system and spoke in high 
terms of it, but when he came to the 
substance of his scheme there was again 
a large increase in the long service por 
tion of the Army, which is entirely 
opposed to the Cardwell system. whereas 
there was no corresponding Increase in 
the short service portion of the Army. 
That is a side of the subject which I fear 
I cannot develop to-night. 

The most important part of the whole 
question is, how are you going to make 
up the number of troops which are sup 
posed to exist after the present war, 
depleted as the Army will be! The 
Leader of the Opposition said we had no 
statistical calculations before us. This 
is a point on which, at al! events, caleula- 
tions should have been given us. We 
know that there are three years drafts re- 
quired for India at the end of this war, 
instead of one ordinary drait. There is 
also an enormous deficiency under many 
other heads which wil! have to be made 
up. How are you going to make it up! 
When the right hon. Gentleman ta!ks of 
the Cardwell system he must remember 
that it has been greatly altered by both 
sides of the House in consequence of thi 
difficulties always existing In the case of 
India, and which are increased now, 
and will be much greater at the con- 
clusion of the war. The original idea 
was a short service system. but it was 
soon found that that would not. suit 
India. Then we proposed tive years, 
then siv vears. and u!timately seven, and 


measure of 


Gentleman 


eight vears for men discharged in Ines 
In 1883 a Government of whieh | was 
a member, and in which the Leader of 
the Opposition was Secretary to the 
Admira'ty, was obliged to give the men 
the option of staying up to twelve 
years. and giving them advantages 
for doing so. That was a complete 
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departure from the system. 
The principle of the 
is sound, namely, that the Army 
could be extended tor war, but it was not 
applicable to India. The right hon. 
(rent!leman dea!t with that matter the 
other day, but not, 1 think, very plainly. 
Ile pays lip service to the Cardwell! 
system, but he ts getting all his old so! 
diers to stay behind, which is an absolute 
reversal of that system. He is extendng 
the long service portion of the Army in 
this way, although he is not making 
any corresponding attempt to deal with 
ihe short service portion. Then again, 
there was an almost universa!  beliet 
throughout the country that some 
attempt would be made to increase the 
pay of the private soldier. I believe 
every candidate at the genera! election 
on both sides was in favour of increasing 
the private soldier's pay, and I believe 
wlso the taxpayers are in favour of it. 
The subject is, however. merely referred 
to by the right hon. Gentleman, who 
tells us that it would be useless te increase 
the pay of the private soldier unless we 
made it something like double the pre- 


sent pay. Have you tried! I see no- 
thing myself pointing at all in that 
direction. Have you tried even that 


of conditions of service which 
desirable? What did 


elasticity 
think so 


many 
your Inspector Genera! of Recruiting 
tell you two years ago! He said you 


had never given the three vears system 
a fair chance. The right hon. Gentle- 
man knows perfect!y wel! the views of the 
present Commander-in-Chief on this 
subject, and the views of reformers in 
this House, and yet he says that the only 
question is, ‘ Are we to have a separate 
army for India or not?” No one in 
this House has ever for a generation 
proposed a separate army for India. | 
Sut what we have proposed is elasticity 
in the conditions of service, which would | 
make recruiting far more easy than it is 
The right hon. Gentleman 
has not told us what is the opinion of | 
Lord Roberts on the subject of the con- | 
ditions of army service. | 

| 


It being midnight. the debate stood | 


adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


{14 Marca 1901} 
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Reso! utionus reported : 


SUPPLEMENTARY — EstI- 


1900-1901. 


SERVICE 
MATES, 


CIVIL 


CTASS I. 


1. That a Supplementary sum, not 
‘geen £35,200, be granted to Ilis 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which wi! 
come in course ot payment during the 


vear ending on the 31st day of March 
1901, in respect of sundry Public Buiid- 
ings in Great Britain, not provided for 


Votes.” 

2. ° That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £13,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which wil!! 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March 
1901, for Rates and Contributions in lieu 
of Rates, ete., in respect of Government 


on other 


Property.” 

3. ° That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £7,000, he granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which wi!! 
come in course of payvirent during the 
year ending on the 31st day of Mareh 
1901, tor payments under és ‘Tram- 
ways and Public Companies (Ireland) 


Act, 1883, and the Light Railways 
(Ireland) Act, 1889.” 
Chass IT. 
f. * That a Supplementary sum, not 


exceeding £6,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which wil! 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March 
1901, for the Salaries and Expenses ot 
the Department of His Majesty's Seere- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs.” 

5. “That a Supplementary sum, not 
granted to His 


exceeding £7,200 be 


| Majesty. to defray the Charge which wil! 
/come in course of payment during the 


year ending on the 5ist day of March 
1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of 


ithe Department of His Majesty's Necre- 
tary of State for the Colonies.” 

6. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,015, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 
on the ist day of March 1901, for the 
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Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the 
Lord Privy Sea!.”’ 
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Resolutions read a second time. 
First Resolution :— 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.) said they 
had now dealing with Supple- 
mentary Estimates for several nights, 
and no further information had 
given them. The Estimates had 
prepared in a very loose way, for even in 
regard to fixed charges like rent and 
insurance an extra £5,500 was required. 
Although the Imperial Institute and 
the London University was not in the 
nature of a museum or a picture gallery 
they were now proposing to spend nearly 
£10,000 upon it. There was, however, 
an item of £2,000 for the Intelligence 
Department of the War Office to which 
he did not object, for he thought they 
needed to spend more money on that 
Department. He did not know why 
all this extra expenditure on regard to 
electric lighting should have been in- 
curred, because there never was a time 
when greater economy should have 
heen practised in all Government de- 
partments. He did not think. suffi- 
cient reasons had been given to justify 
the voting of this large sum of £35,000, 
and he begged to move a reduction of 
the Vote by £100, 


been 


heen 
been 


Amendment proposed— 


“To lewwe out 6 £35,200 and insert ‘£35,100’ 
instead thereof.”—( Mr. Tn//y.) 

(Question proposed, “That £35.200 
stand part of the Resolution.” 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) said that 
when this Vote was before the Committee 
Member after Member on this side of 
the House rose and complained of the 
way in which the Estimates were brought 
before the House. Be‘ore that monev 
was voted he shou'd like to have full 
details given to the House. He was of 
opinion that most of this expenditure 
ought to have foreseen. There 
was £3,000 set down in connection with 
the Patent Office, and although £20,000 
was spent there last year they were now 
asked for £3,000 more. The First Com- 


been 


missioner of Works had told them that 
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-by carrying out this work they would 
save £750 a vear, but he could not under- 
stand how he made this out, and he 
should like the matter cleared up. He 
found that there was a sum of £3,125 
for the adaptation of Hertford House 
for the Wallace Collection, but that was 
on the top of a previous expenditure of 
£160,000. 
stituency, and objected to that expendi 
ture for a London Then there 
was the item “ Furniture” £1.325, 
which was an increase of 50 per cent. 
over the previous year. He could not 
understand how the expenditure for 
furniture should have gone up to such 
an enormous extent. It was an item 
that ought to be stationary. Then there 
was an increase of £3,400 on household 
articles, which surely warranted some 
explanation, as did also the increase of 
£950 on the Die and Medal Department 
of the Royal Mint. He hoped his friends 
would look carefully into these increases 
of expenditure, and that they would 
have some support from both sides of 
the House in putting pressure on the 
‘Government to reduce — expenditure. 
[Laughter.| Hon. Gentlemen laughed, 
but the public would now laugh when 
they saw the Budget. and when hon. 
'Gentlemen went down to their 
i stituencies after the Budget their con- 
| stituents would not laugh. Every penny 
‘ought to be turned over two or three 
times before being spent, instead of these 
thousands of pounds being thrown away. 


Ile represented a poor con 


show. 


COn- 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork. N.) said the 
House owed a debt of gratitude to the 
hon. Gentleman who had just sat down, 
because he had given information to 
hon. Members which they did not have 
when these Estimates were last con- 
sidered. When the Supplementary Esti- 
mates were being discussed in Committee 
last, a high financial authority on the 
opposite side of the House pointed out 
that the system of Supplementary Esti- 
mates was going from bad to worse, 
entirely owing to the fact that the Esti- 
mates were not properly criticised, and 
‘that the Treasury had got into a reck- 
less method of keeping their accounts. 
For example, there was an increase ot 
£5,500 for rents, insurance, and tithe- 
irent charges. Now, if there was one 
item which was supposed to be stationary 
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it was rent. If the rents had gone up, 
why was that so? They ought to have 
some information on that point. He 
had some knowledge of insurance matters, 
and he was not aware that premium 
rates had gone up. Again, in all de- 
partments tithe-rent charges had gone 
down ; and why should they have gone 
up in this case? He complained that 
they got no details from the Government 
under any of these heads. An hon. and 
frugal Gentleman from Scotland eriti- 
cised in a few and pointed remarks some 
of the subjects under A, relating to new 
works, alterations, additions, and pur- 
chases, and asked for explanations, but 
none had been forthcoming. In regard 
to the Wallace Collection, why was it 
that £3.125 had been spent in addition 
to the previous £160,000 for converting 
one of the finest mansions in London 
and fitting it up for the storage of that 
collection ! He believed it was impos- 
sible to over-estimate the value of that 
collection, but it was quite unreason- 
able to ask the poor taxpayers in 
Dublin or Cork to pay for what they 
would never have a chance of seeing. 
He thought hon. Members above the 
gangway had not applied their minds to 
the Supplementary Estimates during the 
present session or in previous sessions. 
Anyone acquainted with structural altera- 
tions would not believet hat £163,000 could 
have been spent in Hertford House 
in making ready that mansion for the 
priceless collection it now contained. 
If anv hon. Member got a plan of the 
mansion as it formerly existed, it would 
be impossible for him to conceive how 
that enormous sum of money had been 
spent. Then they were asked for £10,000 
for the Imperial Institute for the purposes 
of the London University, and yet the 
House was too niggardly to grant even 
£1,000 to Queen’s Colleges in Ireland, 
to provide proper instruction for clinical 
students. No adequate explanation had 
heen given of that Supplementary Esti- 
mate. The Imperial Institute—that pre- 
cious monument of Imperial imbecility 

had never, not even in its amusements, 
been able to compete with a twopenny- 
halfpenny circus, and could not compete 
with private enterprise such as was 
displaved at Earl’s Court in any one 
particular. Yet they were now asked 
to vote £10,000 more, sub silentio, fo, 
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that Institute. They would not pass it 
in silence, but would comment on such 
expenditure, especially in such times. 
With reference to the £2,000 spent on 
Winchester House, he would not object 
if it were for the purpose of improving 
the Intelligence branch of the War Office 
or the Foreign Office, but after what 
had occurred during the last vear and a 
half, not one penny should be spent on 
the Intelligence Department. He thought 
hon. Members were justified in reiterating 
their protest against the large and pro- 
gressive increases asked for in the Supple- 
mentary Estimates without any adequate 
explanation regarding them being given. 


COMMISSIONER — or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DoveLas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): I shall reply. as shortly 
as I can, to the various criticisms which 
have been addressed to me by hon. 
Members. The hon. Member for South 
Kilkenny asked me to explain) why 
details in the Estimates had been given in 
full so far as Sub-head A was concerned, 
but not-as regards other sub-heads, and 
he stated that in the Supplementary 
Estimates for last year details were given 
in full. I stated the other night that it 
has always been the practice to give details 
only of new services in the Supple- 
mentary Estimates, but Ido not intend 
to pass over the criticism of the hon. Mem- 
ber, and will endeavour to give him the 
fullest explanation I can. First of all 
the hon. Member asked me with regard 
to the Census buildings. In connection 
with that the Supplementary Estimate 
now asked for could not have been fore- 
seen when the original Estimate was 
framed. That Estimate was prepared in 
October, 1899, and of course we knew 
then that the Census would be taken 
this vear, but the Census Bill had not 
even been passed. After the original 
Estimate was framed we were asked by 
the Registrar General for further accom- 
modation, first of all for an increased 
staff, which was necessary for the collec- 
tion of the further details required. and 
for the greater expedition which was 
generally desired, and also because it had 
been decided to establish a female staff, 
for whom separate accommodation was 
necessary. Then a complaint was made 
by the Medical Officer of the Local Govern- 
ment Board with regard to the sanitation 


3P 
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and ventilation of these buildings, and 
Professor Corfield, one of the best autho- 
rities on sanitation and ventilation, 
visited the buildings, and a further sum 
of money was required to carry out the 
improvements he suggested. It would 
therefore have been impossible for the 
Department to have foreseen this addi 
tional expenditure as long aguas October, 
PSoo. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL 


Divide, divide! 


(Greenwich) : 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): J 
wish to ask whether the noble Lord the 
son of the Prime Minister is entitled to 
interrupt the right hon. Gentleman / 
Beeause you are the Prime Minister’s son 
you have no right to interrupt. 


*MIr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
has no right to address personally any 
member ot the House. 


Mr. 'T. M. HEALY : 
to interrupt us either. 
police and turn him out. 
“ Police! Police! Police !”! 


He has no right 
Send for your 
| Cries of 


*\In. SPEAKER: If the hon. Gentle- 
man does not keep more order [shall 
have to eall on him to leave the House. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Very well. Sir. go 
vn. You will not call on him, though, 
to go out. We will stand no nonsense 
trom him. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The next 
hen. Gentleman asked me to explain the 
amount required for the Patent Oftice 
extension. I must appeal to my hon. 
friends to allow me to explain. It is 
quite impossible for me to address the 
House while they are speaking. The 
hon. Member said that this was not a 
pressing expenditure. — [It is not an excess 
over the original Estimate at all. being 
within the total sum asked for. jut 
if we had not pressed forward this pay- 
ment we should not have been able so 
soon to provide accommodation for the 
library at the Patent Office, and 
would have had to continue a 
payment of £700 a year for a tem- 
porary building. The lease of the building 
expires in 1904. Fortunately there is a 


Mr. Akers Douglas, 
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break in it, and if we now avail ourselves 
of that, we shall be enabled to save £700 
during the next three years. | think 
that is a reason why urgency can be 
pleaded. Another hon. Member asked 
me a question with reference to some of 
the items on page 8. One of them refers 
to the rentals of new buildings which 
have been taken within the current year 
for the further accommodation required 
by the War Office in consequence of the 
expeditions which have been sent out 
to South Africa, the reerniting of 
the Yeomanry, and various other 
duties entailing an increased © staff. 
A large proportion of the charge tor 
light and fuel is in respect of these new 
offices. The hon. Member has asked me 
about the charges in connection with 
the Wallace collection. The original charge 
was £125,000, and that included the 
purchase of the freehold, the purchase 
of the lease, and the cost for the 
added 
This sum of £3,125 was for 
furniture to equip the bisltiens for 
opening to the public, and after all it 
is a very small sum, | think, to pay for 
furnishing the buildings in return tor the 
munificent bequest which we have 
received. 


at the rear. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said the right hon. Gentleman had 
met them in a conciliatory spirit, and 
had shown his desire to meet every 
objection that had been raised. If 
the criticisms from the Irish benches 
were always met in the same spirit 
it would be more satisfactory. After the 
explanation which had been given he 
would recommend his hon. friend not 
to further discuss the Vote, but allow it 
to pass. 


Amendment, by leave. withdrawn. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Second Resolution :— 


Mr. T.M. HEALY ealled attention to the 
fact that merely upon Government pro- 
perty alone in Ireland, in consequence of 
the passing of the Local Government Act, 
the sum of £3,000 had come as an addi- 
tional charge on the ratepayers. It must 
be remembered that the charge was fixed 
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by the Government themselves, and that {can expect me to follow him into a 
they had no power to assess the amount | detailed examination of the Irish Local 
which ought to be borne by the Govern-| Government Act. I scarcely think that 
ment rateably, with regard to the other | I should be in order if I attempted to do 
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buildings existing in the country, and 
they had constantly to meet the outery | 
against the small amount the Govern- 
ment had to pay. To what was this | 
additional charge of £3,000 due? It was! 
due to the profligate system of advancing 
salaries by the Local Government Board. 
Nobody in the country was a bit better 
off except the officials. There was not a 
soul throughout the thirty-two counties, 
from the Nationalist county in the south 
to the Orange county in the north, better | 
off. They had advanced the salaries from 
crossing sweeper up to the secretary of 
the county council. When Ireland was 
not better off and better cared for, why 
was it that the peasant in his sheeling 
should have to pay this additional charge ? 
lf the right hon. Gentleman could show 
that a single road was better kept he 
should be slow to offer criticism in respect 
of this sum, but they knew that not a 
single shilling of this amount went to} 
any local eredit, except into the pockets | 
of the worthless class who had been main- | 
tained by the grand jury system in the | 
country. How could they defend it | 
Was it not money entirely thrown away | 
because of action which the supreme | 
court of appeal had condemned as illegal ? | 
The High Court had declared that every 
one of the sealed orders issued had been | 
illegal. Why should the Government | 
bring this additional charge on the rate- 
payers of the country, having regard to 
the fact that the Estimate was prepared 
when it was assumed there was some 
legality in the charges, and that they | 
should not be blotted out! Some | 
Members might be of opinion that it was | 
the desire of the Irish party to obstruct 
the business of the House. There was | 
no such intention, and he resented the 
attacks which had been made upon them 
by some of the seions of nobility oppo- | 
site. Their only desire was to criticise | 





the Estimates in so far as they had a bear- | 
ing on the ordinary daily life of the people | 
of Ireland. | 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To | 
tHe TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAM- | 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): I scarcely | 


think that the hon. and learned Member | 


so. We have agreed to a payment in 
lieu of votes equivalent to the amount 
which would be charged if the property 
were not in the occupation of the Crown. 
We have accepted that principle, and it 
is certainly a principle which we have no 
reason to be very fond of, because it means 
a charge on the Imperial Exchequer. 
The money so taken trom the Imperial 
Exchequer goes in relief of the local 
rates, and it is a little discouraging that a 
Vote of this character should be open to 
the very bitter criticism which the hon. 
and learned Member opposite has levelled 
against it. This additional sum is needed 
because the rates have risen. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: 


risen ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It 
must be perfectly obvious to the House 
that over the local rates we have no con- 
trol. We have promised to pay our 
fair proportion of what those rates are. 
It is the new local authority which has 
raised the rates. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: No. , ea 


Why have they 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 


| new local authority has raised the rates. 


[No.] It is not a matter which we 


} can check, and if it were true that the 
| whole of the increases were due, as the 


hon. and learned Member suggests, to 
salaries in connection with the Local 
Government Board, it would still be not 
a matter over which the Treasury had 
any control. But I do not think there 
is any foundation for that assumption. 


In any case the whole of this is a charge 


which falls on the Treasury automati- 
cally in consequence of the rise in rates, 


/and unless we are to break our agree- 


ment—which is one beneficial to the 


| ratepayers—I am bound to ask the House 


to pass this Vote. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) 
complained that the Irish contribution 
was out of all proportion to the amount 
it should be. The contribution to the 
English rates was about one hundred 
times as much as that to the Irish rates. 
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Moreover, the increase in rates in Lreland 
was 8 per cent., while in England it was 
no more than one per cent. That in itself 
showed that the rates in Ireland were 
growing beyond all reason, and seeing 
that in the rich country of England £1 
was felt no more than Is. in Ireland, the 
gentlemen of England should show more 
consideration towards the Irish people in 
this matter. 


Adjournment of 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone. 8.) 
agreed that this matter could and ought 
to be discussed on the Local Government 
Board Vote. The Local Government 
Board in Ireland had treated the local 
authorities with the utmost contempt, 
und the House ought certainly to have 
some assurance that such conduct would 
he stopped. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the hon. Mem- 


her for East Waterford had suggested, 


und he agreed, that this question should , 


be remitted to a future occasion. 
Resolution agreed to. 
Third Resolution : 


Mr. T. M. HEALY understood the 
Government were carrying on in Donegal 
and elsewhere very considerable works, 
hut the mode in which those works had 
heen conducted was not satisfactory. It 
was also understood that the Govern- 
ment had already suggested that the 
gentleman chiefly responsible should 
retire from the service. With that 
decision he had not the slightest fault to 
find, but would the Secretary to the 
Treasury state how muchthe Government 
expected to pay in respect of extras. and 
who was to replace the gentleman respon- 
sible for the blunderings which had caused 
the extra demands? Was it to be a 
another Scotsman ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 


he was unable to state the nume of the 
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the House. 
successor to the gentleman referred to, 
as he had not yet been appointed. The 
Vote under consideration, however, had 


nothing to do with the — gentle- 
man the hon. and learned Member 
had in mind, but was for repay- 


ments to the county council and 
local bodies in respect of a portion of the 
guarantees. He would look into the 
points raised, but for the moment he 
had not the figures by him. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Further Consideration of remaining 


' Resolutions deferred till To-morrow. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS ACCOMMODA- 
TION. 

Select Committee appointed to consider 
whether any, and what, arrangements 
can be made to improve the accommoda- 
tion provided for the general use of 
Members of this House. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That Five be the quorum. 
(Str William Walrond.) 


PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN 
IN PARLIAMENT. 

Resolved, That it is expedient that a 
Select Committee be appointed to join 
with a Cominittee of the Lords to con- 
sider the accommodation available in the 
House of Lords when the Sovereign is 
personally present in Parliament, and the 
advisability of substituting Westminstet 
Hall on such an occasion tor the House 
of Lords. 


Ordered, That « Message be sent to the 
Lords to acquaint them therewith.— 
(Sir William Walrond.) 


Adjourned at a quarter after One 
of the clock. 
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APPENDIX I. 


Memorandum of the Secretary of State relating to the 
Army Estimates for 1901-1902. 





The total of the Army Estimates for 1901-02 amounts to £87,915,000, while the 
number of men to be voted is 450,000. 

The following table shows the comparison with the figures for the current 
year : — 





1900-01. | 1901-02. 
Vote A . . 430,000 450,000 
: L £ 
Votes 1-16 - - 88,999,400 87,915,000 


(including Supplemen- 
tary Estimates). 





As regards Vote A (men), 220,000 may be regarded as forming the permanent 
establishment of the Army, the balance being temporary additions due to the war in 
South Africa and operations in China. 


The £87,915,000 is accounted for as follows : 


£ 
(v.) Permanent adaitions voted in 1900-01 and 
earlier years, including automatic increases - 25,451,000 
(U.) Permanent additions to be voted 1901-02 - 1,912,000 
(c.) Temporary increases - 2,322,000 
(d.) War services - - . - 58,230,000 


(u.) Permanent additions voted in 1900-01 and automatic increases. 


; £ 
As shown at page 6 of Army Estimates, 1900-01, the 
total for normal services and permanent additions 
amounted to - . - - . - - - 25,702,700 


The estimates for 1901-02 have also to allow for — 


{1.) Complete provision for new forces raised in 
1900-01 - - . - - 655,000 


(2.) Contribution payable to India tawards the cost 
of Aden, as well as the transport of hmops ta 


and from India - 230,000 

(3.) Rise in prices of stores and fuel 550,000 

(4. ; Growth of Volunteer force j 180,000 
(5.) Hutting for troops at home, and annuities for 

repayment of loans for works ; 280,000 

(6.) Miscellaneous 53,3500 

Total - = 25,451,000 
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il Army ESTIMATES FoR 1901—02—cont. 


().) Permanent additions to be voted, 1901-02 — - - £1,912,000. 


These include— 

(a.) The formation of “garrison” battalions for service on the 
Mediterranean and other non-tropical stations abroad. 

(b.) Measures affecting the Militia, Yeomanry and Volunteers. 

(c.) Provision of Staff for Army-Corps, and reorganisation of Army 
Medical services. 

(/.) Extension of system of registration of horses and transport required 
on mobilisation. 

v.) New system of clothing throughout the Army. 


The above measures, and others affecting Army reorganisation, will be fully 
dealt with on the introduction of the Army estimates, so T refrain from explaining 
them in detail in the present memorandum. 

(c.) Temporary increases - - - £2,322,000 

This represents the further instalment for the rearmament of our fortresses and 
for stores, to which allusion was made in the memorandum accompanying the Army 
Estimates for 1900-01. 


(/.) War services — - . : . . - £58,230,000, 


The provision under this head is based on the assumption that for the first 
$ months of the new financial year the field force in South Africa will be maintained 
at full strength, and that a gradual diminution wi!l subsequently take place. 

Provision is made for the transport home of the troops, and the gratuities 
payable on demobilization, as well as the special war gratuity, which, though voted 
in the present financial year, will not, owing to the prolongation of the war, be paid 
to any large extent until 1901-02. 

The explanations of the increases on the different Votes are as follows :-— 

This vote shows a net increase, £3,207,500, of which £2,239,000 is due to war, 
and £968,500 to “normal ” services. 


The latter head covers 

(a) The pay, Xe., of the new “ garrison” battalions already referred to, 

(4.) Two additional Indian native battalions for service at Singapore and 
Hong Kong, ‘ 

(c.) The further provision required for various increases voted in 1900-01. 

(/.) The contribution to Indian revenues referred to in paragraph («.) (2) 
on the preceding page, as explained in the papers recently, laid 
before Parliament. 

The increase on this vote amounts to £183,600, of which £58,700 is for war, and 
£124,900 for permanent additions. The bulk of the latter increase is for the 
* Reorganisation of the Army Medical Services,” to whieh reference has been made. 

Net increase £374,000. The provision for war services show a decrease of 
£40,000, while the increase for permanent services amounts to £414,000. This is 
mainly accounted for 

(a.) By a new system of consolidated bounties, estimated cost, £150,000. 

(b.) By the formation of a new Militia Reserve, for which £250,000 is 
provided. 

(c.) By the issue to Militia non-commissioned officers and men of the same 
rates of pay and extra-duty pay as are given to similar ranks in the 
Regulars, at a cost of £12,000, 
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ARMY ESTIMATES FOR 1901—02-~—cont, ill 


There is a net increase of £251,000 on this vote, but the increase as compared 
with the normal is £300,000, which is to provide for a considerable addition to the 
number of the force, and an extended period of training, accompanied by higher 
rates of allowances. 

This vote shows an apparent decrease of £500,000, but there is in reality an 
increase of £330,000, as compared with the ordinary provision for this force. 

The large growth of the Volunteer Force necessitates the provision for increased 
capitation and camp allowances, while a considerable sum, £150,000, has also been 
taken for the extended training of « certain number of battalions of Infantry and 
batteries of Artillery. 

This vote shows a decrease of £3,825,000, which arises entirely on war services. 
Money is taken in this vote for the transport of the troops to be brought away from 
South Africa. The only service requiring special mention is the additional provision 
under Subhead D of £100,000, for registration of horses and transport to be available 
for military purposes in time of emergency. 

There is a net increase on this vote of £552,000, which is mainly due to the 
permanent additions to the Army already referred to. Provision is also made for 
the grant of the messing allowance to Militiamen during their annual training. 

The increase cn the normal vote is £180,000, which is accounted for by the 
initial cost of the new system of clothing about to be adopted throughout the Army 
(including the Militia). 

The increase for normal services amounts to £2,600,000, of this sum £2,322,000 
is due to the further instalment required for accelerating the rearmament of fortresses 
at home and abroad, while the balance is required to meet a general rise in the price 
of stores. 

As compared with the normal vote for 1900-01 this vote, apart from war services, 
shows an increase of £283,300, being due to the provision of hutting for troops at 
home, and to increased annuities for the repayment of loans for works. 

There is nothing that calls for special mention in the case of these two votes, as, 
apart from war services, there is no change from the amounts taken in the current 
year's estimates. 

Apart from war services this vote shows an increase of £5,000, which arises on 
Subhead A, and is mainly due to the appointment of an additional Officer as 
Inspector-General of Recruiting, as well as a Deputy-Assistant Adjutant-General for 
recruiting, to an increase in the pay of the Commander-in-Chief, and to an addition 
to the number of Officers attached temporarily for various staff duties. 

The net increase of £518,500 on these votes is due to charges in connection with 
the War. The only service calling for special notice is the provision, under Sub- 
head K of Vote 15, of a sum of £56,000 to cover the grant of pensions from the Ist 
April next to the widows and children of non-commissioned officers and men who 
have died as the result of active operations. The scheme is now being formulated 
under the direction of the Treasury. 


St. JOHN BRODRICK. 


Ith February, 190]. 
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PUBLIC BILLS 


IN VOLUME XC. 


* are Government Bills. The figures in parentheses in 


“{i...|” following the title 





Title of Bill. 


* Berwickshire 
Town | H.L. | 


*County Courts (Ireland) 
[H.L. } 
Cremation [H.L.| 


Habitual Drunkards 
[H.L. | 

Licensing Sessions 
B.i. 


Light Load Line [H.1.] 


Oath against Roman 
Cathohe Doctrines 


Repeal [H.1. ] 
*Prisons (Scotland) [H.L. | 


Public Libraries [1.L. | 


Shops (Early Closing) 
[H.L. } 


County 
















(A.) Housré or Lorps. 


Brought in by Progress. 


Lord Balfour (Read 1¢ 21 Feb., preceding 
Volume, page 649); Read 2« 
12 Mar. (1278) 

Lord Ashbourne Read 1411 Mar. (1141) 

Lord Monkswell Read 2¢ 7 Mar. (768) ; Com- 
mittee, Report, 11 Mar. 
(1141); Read 3¢ 12 Mar. 
(1279) 

bishop of Winchester Read 24 14 Mar. (1510) 


Lishop uf HM inchester Read 2 14 Mar. (1 199) 


Lord Muskervy Second Reading, 4 Mar. (298) 
| Put off for six months | 


Lord Braye Read 1¢ 11 Mar. (1141) 


Lord Balfour Read 1° 5 Mar. (511) 


Lord Windsor Read 1° 7 Mar. (768) 


Lord Avebury Read 1* 11 Mar. (1 141) 





Title of Bill. 


Borough Funds Acts (1872) Amend- 


ment (London) 


*Burial Grounds (Scotland) 


3urial Places 
Rates) (Scotland) 


(Exemption from 











House oF COMMONS. 


(B.) 


Brought in by. Progress. 


Captain Jessel Read 1° | Mar. (209) 


The Lord Advocut Read 1°7 Mar. (844) 


Mr, Shaw-Stewart Read 1° 8 Mar. (1051) 














litle of Bill. 
Cheap Trains 
Compensation tor Damage to ¢ ‘rops, 
etc. 
Congested Districts (lreland) 
Edueation (Local Authorities) 
Employers’ Liability Extension 
Factory and Workshop Act (187s) 
Amendment 
Hospitals (Exemption from Rates) 


Industrial Schools Acts Amend 
ment 

Licensing Acts Amendment (Scot 
land) 


Lights on Vehicles 

Liquor Trattic Local Veto 

Liquor Traffic Local Veto (Scotland) 

Mines (Eight Hours) 

Parliamentary Elections (Mariners’ 
Votes) 

Police Superannuation (Scotland) 

Rivers Pollution Prevention 

Sovereign's Oath on Accession 

Sunday Closing (Wales) Act (1881) 
Amendment 

Trade Marks 

*Trout Fishing Annual Close Time 
(Scotland) 

Ulster Custom 

University of Wales (Graduates) 


Water Companies (Liability foi 
Storage of Water) 


House oF COMMONS—cont. 


Brought in by 
Captain Norton 
Mr. TTudson 


Mr. Flynn 


Mr. Henry Hobhouse 
Mr. Sinclair 

Mr. Harwood 

Mr. L. Walton 

Dr. Maenamara 


Mr. Colville 


Sir [. Mowbray 


Mr. Caine 
Mr. Craig 
Mr. Vorull 


Mr. Muacdonu 


irk) 
Sir FL Powell 


Mr, WV. Redmond 
Mr. Herbert Loherts 
Mr. Fletcher 

The Lord Advocate 


Mr. William Moore 


, T 
Mr. Bryn HOT SONWES 


Mr. Sinclai 


| Read J 


Mr. John Wilson (Fal- 


Second 


Progress. 


| Mar. (209) 


Read 2° 6 Mar. (737) ; 
Com. 7 Mar. (992) 


» 
Second Reading 13 


Mar. (1448) | put off 


for Six Months]. 
Read 1°13 Mar.(1495) 


Read 1° 5 Mar. (590) 
Read 1° 5 Mar. (590) 
Read 1° 1 Mar. (210) 


Read 1°12 Mar.(1355) 


Read 1° 1 Mar. (210) 
Read 1° 5 Mar. (590) 
Read 1° 1 Mar. (209) 
Read 1° 1 Mar. (209) 
Com., 28 Feb. (167) 
Read 1° 5 Mar. (591) 
Read 2’ 6 Mar. (704) 
Read 1° 5 Mar. (590) 
Read 1°12 Mar.(1355) 
Read 1’ 5 Mar. (591) 
Read 1° 1 Mar. (210) 
Read 1° 7 Mar. (843) 
Reading 13 
e- 


Mar. (1495) (De 
ferred) 


Read 1° 6 Mar. (763) 


Read 1°5 Mayr. (589) 
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APPENDIX [IL 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. SESSION 1901. 


List oF RULES, OrpeERS, &e., which have been presented during the Session, and 
are required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table 
of the House. 


[Continuation of List given in preceding Volume. | 





Date from which | Period to lie upon 


Title aper. s 
Title of Paper the Period runs. the Table. 


Prisons (Scotland),—Copy of Rule made by the Secre- 28 February 
tary for Scotland, under The Prisons (Scotland) Act, 
1877, appointing the Police Cells at Haddington to | 
he a legal Prison for the detention of untried 
prisoners for a period not exceeding fourteen days 
before or during trial, and of convicted prisoners for 
a period not exceeding seven days from the date of 
of conviction [40 and 41 Vie., ¢. 53, s. 58] 


40 days 


Prisons (Scotland) Dietaries,—Copy of Rules made by 28 February | 40 Days 
the Secretary for Scotland, under The Prisons | 
(Scotland) Act, 1877, establishing new rates of 
Dietaries for the several classes of prisoners [40 and 
41 Vie., c. 53, s. 58] 


Local Registration of Title (Ireland) Act, 1891, and 28 February 
Small Dwellings Acquisition Act, 1899 (Rules), 
Copy of Rules made by the Judge nominated as an 
additional Land Judge for the purposes of The 
Local Registration of Tithe (Ireland) Act, 1891, 
with the approval of the Lord Chancellor [54 and 55 
Vie., ec. 66, s. 94 (4) ] 


40 days 


Factory and Workshop Acts (Particulars of Piece 7 March 40 days 
Work Wages) (Pen Making),—Copy of Order of the 
Secretary of State, dated 12th July, 1900, applying 
with modifications the provisions of section 40 of 
The Factory and Waskshop Act, 1895, to Factories 
and Workshops in which is carried on the making 
of Pens [41 Vie., ¢. 16, s. 65 (3) | 


Education (Scotland) (Code, 1901),—Copy of Code of 11 Mareh One month 
Regulations for Day Schools by the Lords of the 
Committee of the Privy Council on Education in 
Scotland [35 and 36 Vie., ¢. 62, s. 67] 














